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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment III. 1 soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment IV. tie right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment V. No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn aff criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment Vile ere low, where the 
vatue in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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Why Attack Syria? 

How is it that the death of 400 children in 
Damascus, caused by parties yet undeter- 
mined, is being used as a justification to 
further devastate war-torn Syria, yet the 
death of 500,000, yes a half-million, Iraqi 
children, owing to malnutrition caused by 
the U.S.-enforced embargo and economic 
sanctions of their country during Presi- 
dent Clinton’s administration, has raised 
hardly an eyebrow? (When asked about 
the death of the 500,000, Madeleine Al- 
bright, Clinton’s secretary of state, said, 
“It was worth it.”’) 

Mightn’t we better do unto ourselves, first, 
what we intend to do (or have done) unto 
others, perhaps starting by carpet-bombing 
our military installations in Arizona, South 
Carolina, and suburban D.C., so that their 
residents might fully enjoy that which their 
elected congressmen advocate? 

Simultaneously, along with that destruc- 
tion, wouldn’t it be poetic for our chief ex- 
ecutive to publicly recite Mark Twain’s “War 
Prayer” to accompany “the bombs bursting 
in air’? 

In the eyes of our president, his circle of 
advisors, and their supporting talk-show 
hosts, how many tons of bombs must be 
dropped on a foreign country to re-establish 
so-called American credibility? 

Would cluster, white phosphorous, and na- 
palm bombs count for extra points? 

RUSSELL W. HAAS 
Golden, Colorado 


The problem regarding the Syrian debate 
stems from the fact that official America 
has had an Empire mentality for over 200 
years. Ever since the beginning of the “War 
of 1812,” where a goal was to annex Canada, 
our Republic has floundered in dreams of 
conquest and expansion of influence. They 
called it “Manifest Destiny.” We should not 
be surprised that this megalomania continues 
to this day. 

Empires always have more “interests” 
than protecting the people of their own 
countries. Why should Americans then cry 
because U.S. presidents behave like emper- 
ors — that’s what an empire can expect! 
Unaccountable tyrants start illegal and un- 
just wars to conquer and control, always 
using some excuse such as “national secu- 
rity,” even creating “false flag” operations 
if necessary, to frighten their citizens into 
submission. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Tyrants also abuse their own people 
by meddling in personal affairs such as 
“healthcare,” plundering the populace 
to pay for their arrogance. Claiming to 
know what is best for everyone, down to 
the most minute detail, they impose rules, 
regulations, and unjust hindrances to free 
enterprise. (Why, it takes 11 government 
permits to operate a Taco Bell store). The 
underlying root causes for seeking Empire 
are lust, greed, inordinate ambition, and 
blood lust. 

Things will not change until Americans 
from all 50 sovereign republics wake up 
and realize the USA has been the aggres- 
sor around the world for many, many years, 
either directly or by provoking attacks in 
order to start wars. The only truly just war 
we ever fought was for our independence 
from England. 

The current situation in Syria is a per- 
fect example of our meddling. When will 
we learn to mind our own business, pro- 
tect our own people and borders, and make 
policies and laws that encourage truly free 
enterprise and the possibility that all who 
wish to work and produce value are left to 
decide what is best for their own dearest 
interests? 

Dick MILLs 
Houston, Texas 


Superstate Victims 


In addition to the Snowden and Manning 
cases, the ongoing persecution of Michael 
New must be publicized. He is the soldier 
who refused to pledge allegiance to the Unit- 
ed Nations and to wear UN insignia in 1993, 
inasmuch as it would conflict with his sworn 
allegiance to the United States. One cannot 
serve two masters. 

The U.S. Constitution does not allow the 
president to delegate allegiance of armed 
forces to another entity such as the UN, 
which is itself not even a government. 

New was jailed, and his case continues. 

See www.mikeynew.com for details. Ap- 
peal was recently filed. 

CARL OLSON 
Woodland Hills, California 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Chinese State-owned Company Purchases Smithfield Foods 


On September 6, the U.S. Committee on Foreign Investment ap- 
proved a deal valued at approximately $7.1 billion allowing Chi- 
na’s Shuanghui International Holdings Ltd. (Shuanghui Group) 
to officially take ownership of Smithfield, Virginia-based Smith- 
field Foods Inc., the world’s largest pork producer. Shuanghui 
had already purchased all of Smithfield’s stock back in May for 
approximately $4.72 billion. “The deal, which would be the big- 
gest purchase of a U.S. company by a Chinese firm, still needs 
shareholder approval at a special meeting scheduled for Septem- 
ber 24,” according to Reuters. Shuanghui announced that Smith- 
field would be listed on the Hong Kong Stock Exchange after the 
takeover was complete. 

One thing that Reuters and other Western media fail to men- 
tion is that Shuanghui International Holdings is controlled by the 
Communist Party of China. 

In various English-language sources geared to readers in the 
West, Shuanghui International Holdings is presented as a private 
corporation. For example, the English version of the Wikipedia 
page for Shuanghui lists the company as “private with public sub- 
sidiary.” However, the Chinese-language version of Shuanghui’s 
Wikipedia page says the opposite, identifying the company as a 
“state-owned enterprise.” 

Translated into English, the official Mandarin website for 
Shuanghui provides a biography of Shuanghui Chairman Wan 
Long that identifies him as a member of the Communist Party 


of China, a former soldier in the People’s Liberation Army, and 
representative to the Ninth and Tenth National People’s Congress, 
which is the unicameral legislative body of the People’s Republic 
of China. In the official international version of the company web- 
site, Wan Long’s biography conveniently omits any mention of his 
membership in the Communist Party, service in the military, and 
terms as a representative to the National People’s Congress. 

As the United States and China proceed to work out a bilateral 
investment treaty that would enable more Chinese state-owned 
enterprises to openly purchase American companies, this acqui- 
sition of Smithfield Foods by Shuanghui serves as a preview of 
what could eventually be the norm. 


Australia Reining In Climate Schemes After Voters Reject Carbon Tax 


In the wake of a crushing defeat September 7 for the climate 
alarmism-promoting Australian Labor Party, which imposed the 
deeply unpopular and expensive “carbon tax” credited by ana- 
lysts for the conservative coalition’s victory, authorities in Austra- 
lia are preparing to dismantle and consolidate the myriad global- 
warming schemes spawned under the previous government. 
According to Australian news reports, the government’s vast 
anti-carbon climate apparatus currently consists of more than 30 
programs under seven departments and eight agencies. Under the 
newly elected center-right coalition, the sprawling machine is set 
to be reined in significantly, saving taxpayers over $40 million 
in four years by collapsing the various schemes into just three 
entities run by two departments. The restructuring of the federal 
climate regime was announced to government employees before 
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the election — widely viewed as a referendum on the carbon 
tax — and a spokesman for the new coalition confirmed that the 
plan was still on track. 

Climate realists say that the entire global-warming behemoth 
ought to be axed entirely — especially considering recent devel- 
opments that experts say have thoroughly debunked the Unit- 
ed Nations’ warming theories and wildly inaccurate computer 
models. However, as THE NEw AMERICAN reported September 9 
after the Australian election, there are a number of obstacles to 
shutting down the costly climate schemes, including incoming 
Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s waffling on “climate issues” and 
resistance to scrapping the carbon tax in the Senate. Still, even 
though the costly climate-alarmism schemes will not be entirely 
abolished, Abbott and his coalition appear determined to scrap 
the carbon tax at least. 

Of course, countless bureaucrats and self-styled “ex- 
perts” whose jobs depend on perpetuating climate alarmism 
are fighting back against the will of voters. Despite the well- 
known fact that human emissions of carbon dioxide make up 
just a fraction of one percent of the greenhouse gasses present 
naturally in the atmosphere, supporters of man-made global- 
warming theories insist that humanity must, under UN guid- 
ance, destroy the economy to reduce emissions and stave off 
alleged disaster. Whether Australia will comply remains to 
be seen, but it is looking less likely after the latest election. 
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A popular Wisconsin law aimed at ending the stranglehold of 
government-employee unions over taxpayers and workers was 
upheld September 11 by a federal judge, who ruled that the 2011 
“Act 10” reform measures championed by Republican Governor 
Scott Walker did not violate the First Amendment or equal-pro- 
tection rights of Big Labor. It was the second major victory for 
the law in federal courts so far. 

In his September 11 ruling, U.S. District Judge William Conley 
explained that the First Amendment does indeed protect the right 


Governm 


ent Unions Upheld Again 


to free speech and association of government workers. Wiscon- 
sin’s law, however, did not violate those rights, and the Constitu- 
tion does not purport to grant any so-called collective bargaining 
privileges. “Whatever rights public employees have to associate 
and petition their public employers on wages and conditions of 
employment, this right certainly does not compel the employer 
to listen,” he wrote in his decision to reject the lawsuit filed by 
two public-sector unions. 

Big Labor and its attorneys, predictably, were outraged by the 
latest court decision. Katy Lounsbury, one of the lawyers repre- 
senting government-employee unions in the case, slammed the 
ruling as “just wrong.” According to media reports, the attorneys 
will be consulting with union bosses before deciding whether or 
not to appeal the court’s finding that the law is constitutional. 

The national implications of the ongoing battle are one of the 
key reasons that analysts say unions across America have been 
frantically fighting the Wisconsin law. After it was approved, 
for example, Big Labor and its allies sought to recall Governor 
Walker and some fellow Republicans in the legislature, prompt- 
ing huge spending sprees by organizations and unions nation- 
wide. In the end, the GOP governor survived the well-funded 
challenge, setting the stage for other leaders to pursue desperately 
needed reforms. However, as the lawsuits continue, the battle is 
far from finished. 


Federal Judge Dismisses Atheists’ 


A federal judge in New York State has dismissed a lawsuit filed 
by a group of atheists demanding that “In God We Trust” be 
removed from America’s currency. In his September 9 decision, 
Judge Harold Baer, Jr. ruled that the presence of the national 
motto on coins and paper money had not created a “substan- 
tial burden” on the atheists and humanists involved in the suit, 
which was filed by members of the New York City Atheists and 
the Freedom From Religion Foundation. 

“While Plaintiffs may be inconvenienced or offended by the 


Lawsuit Against “In God We Trust” 


appearance of the motto on currency,” wrote Baer, “these bur- 
dens are a far cry from the coercion, penalty, or denial of ben- 
efits required under the ‘substantial burden’ standard.” 

Baer noted that in the federal judiciary’s extensive history 
of hearing cases on the constitutionality of the national motto, 
judges have considered whether its presence on currency tends 
to advance religion and whether it represents an excessive gov- 
ernment entanglement with religion. He added that every circuit 
court “that has considered the issue found no Establishment 
Clause violation in the motto’s placement on cur- 
rency, finding ceremonial or secular purposes and 
no religious effect or endorsement.” 

The American Center for Law and Justice (ACLJ) 
provided an amicus brief in the case in defense of the 
national motto, pointing out that the wording “sim- 
ply echoes the principle found in the Declaration 
of Independence that our freedoms come from God 
and not the state. The national motto was adopted 
for the express purpose of reaffirming America’s 
unique understanding of this truth.... The Establish- 
ment Clause was never intended as a guarantee that 
a person will not be exposed to religion or religious 
symbols on public property, and the Supreme Court 
has rejected previous attempts to eradicate all sym- 
bols of this country’s religious heritage from the 
public’s view.” Hf 
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The Path to a “Big War” 

“Once we hit, this is an act of war. Little wars start big wars, and 
we have to remember that.” 

Interviewed on Meet the Press, Congressman Michael McCaul (R- 
Texas) is the chairman of the House Homeland Security Committee. 


Ft. Hood Killer Not a Martyr 

“Don’t be fooled. He is not giving his life. We are taking his life. 
This is not his gift to God. This is his debt to society.” 

Lead prosecutor Colonel Michael Milligan told jurors not to consider Nidal Malik Hasan’s death for 
the 2009 crime of killing 13 unarmed people an act of martyrdom. The jury took little time to sentence 
him to death by lethal injection. 


AP Images 


Egypt’s Government Seeking to Cripple Power of Muslim Brotherhood 

“[The move to prosecute former president Mohamed Morsi] is an attempt to paralyze the Brotherhood 
and affect its activism. It’s very symbolic, a political move by the state against the Brotherhood.” 

An expert on Middle East Islamist movements, Khalil al-Anani of the Washington-based Middle East 
Institute commented after Egypt’s chief prosecutor ordered Morsi to stand trial for inciting murder. 


Not the “World’s Policeman” 

“We are not the world’s policeman, nor its judge and jury. Our 
own needs in America are great, and they should come first.” 
Resisting the cry to attack Syria, Congressman Alan Grayson 
(D-Fla.), a progressive Democrat, expressed the view of many 
colleagues. 


Food Stamps Cost Soaring 

“Spending on food stamps has mushroomed from $35 billion in 
Alan 2007 to $63 billion. In an average month, nearly 48 million people 
Grayson — one in seven U.S. residents — receive [this type of] benefits.” 
In her Washington Post column about this mushrooming welfare 
program, columnist Ruth Marcus complained about GOP efforts to cut the program. 


Syrian Refugee Total Continues to Grow 

“The number of Syrian refugees passed the threshold of two million, with no sign of this tragic outflow 
ending.” 

A September 3 report from the United Nations’ Refugee Agency noted that more than a million of those 
fleeing the civil war are children under 17 years of age. 


One Man’s Perspective About the Syrian Crisis 

“In one of those curious turns of history, an ugly, bloody, little conflict in an always fragile, volatile, 
artificial nation-state created in the last gasps of European colonialism is now determining the world’s 
immediate fortunes.” 

Writing for the American Center for Democracy, Sol Sanders believes that the Syrian conflict has good 
potential for escalation into a world conflict. 


President Obama Urged to be 

More Outspoken About Racial Incidents 

“T think that [the Zimmerman acquittal] will be 
seen as a questionable judgment on the part of the 
judicial system down there, but I don’t know if it 
will have staying power.” 

Claiming that the president should “speak out,” 
former Secretary of State Colin Powell said that 
Obama should be “more passionate” about the 
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While some Americans have claimed U.S. government surveillance of Americans is innocuous, 
others have equated it with the infamous East German Stasi. Actually, it’s worse. 


by Joe Wolverton 


television station, German President 
Joachim Gauck said the surveillance 
conducted by the National Security Agen- 
cy (NSA) was not comparable to that con- 
ducted by the Stasi — the infamous East 
German Ministry for State Security — be- 


| n an interview in June with a German 


cause “‘it is not like it was with the Stasi 
and the KGB — that there exist big filing 
cabinets in which all the content of our 
conversations are written down and nicely 
filed. This is not the case.” 

Gauck is right. The NSA is nothing like 
the Stasi because the East German secret 
police relied on such things as typewriters, 
carbon copies, handwritten transcriptions 
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of phone conversations, agents listening 
through doors and rudimentary bugging 
devices, and the aforementioned filing 
cabinets. The NSA, on the other hand, can 
apparently monitor electronically — in 
real time — every word of every phone 
call, every text message, every social 
media post, every website visited, and 
every form of electronic communication. 


How much data is being collected by 
the NSA? William Binney, a former NSA 
technical director turned whistleblower, 
estimates that the newly completed NSA 
Utah Data Center “will be able to handle 
and process five zettabytes of data.” In a 
story quoting Binney’s claim, National 
Public Radio reports that a zettabyte is 
equal to “the amount of data that would 
fill 250 billion DVDs.” 

Back to those bulging Stasi filing cabi- 
nets. Imagine that a typical filing cabinet 
with 60 files of 30 pages per file takes up 
about 4.3 square feet of space. Each 30- 
page file would equal roughly 120 MB of 
data. Given the amount of storage avail- 
able to the NSA in its Utah location, if 
all the data stored there were printed and 
stored in traditional filing cabinets, those 
cabinets would occupy nearly 6.6 million 
square miles! 

Nothing like the Stasi, indeed. 


Secret Police Minus 

the Police Powers 

Is there any clearer lens through which to 
view the future than the past? Is not the 
United States of 2013 eerily and tragically 
traveling along a similar trajectory to that 
followed by the formerly free Germans 
and the communist Stasi that ultimately 
deprived them of their liberties? 

In describing the growth and survival of 
the East German surveillance state and the 
Stasi’s activities that undergirded it, Scott 
Horton wrote that East Germany was a 
country “in which the power and authority 
of the intelligence services to spy on their 
own citizens rested on an elaborate net- 
work of laws that empowered surveillance 
and eroded the rights of citizens specified 
in the country’s constitution.” 

Again, the Stasi and the Cold War com- 
munist East German regime had nothing 
on the NSA and 21st-century America. 

From the enactment of the Patriot Act 
to the renewal of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act amendments, Congress 
after Congress and consecutive presidents 


Edward Snowden, an employee of an 

NSA subcontractor, leaked a cache of 
documents containing compelling evidence 
of the NSA’s wholesale violation of the 
Fourth Amendment through the dragnet 
surveillance of phone records of millions of 
innocent Americans. 
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have usurped powers the scope of 
which are unknown in the written 
record of government. 

Before launching into a report 
on the myriad methods being 
used by our own federal gov- 
ernment to keep us under the 
constant vigilance of its never- 
blinking eye, the reader needs 
to have in the front of his mind 
the standard to which the federal 
government must be held. 

The Fourth Amendment to the Constitu- 
tion mandates: 


The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and ef- 
fects, against unreasonable searches 
and seizures, shall not be violated, 
and no warrants shall issue, but upon 
probable cause, supported by oath or 
affirmation, and particularly describ- 
ing the place to be searched, and the 
persons or things to be seized. 


Recent events demonstrate that for over a 
decade, our elected representatives (and 
the courts, for that matter) have disregard- 
ed the Constitution and built a domestic 
Spy apparatus that bears no resemblance 
whatsoever to the blueprint provided by 
our Founding Fathers in the Constitution. 


Throwing a Wrench Into the Works 

On August 1, former low-level networking 
subcontractor Edward Snowden entered 
Russian territory. 
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Russian President Vladimir Putin per- 
mitted Snowden to take up temporary 
residence in Russia. At home, President 
Obama charged the young man with espio- 
nage, a curious charge given that even the 
president admits there is no evidence that 
Snowden transferred any sensitive infor- 
mation to a foreign government, an essen- 
tial element of the crime he is accused of 
committing. No matter. President Obama 
is not known for hewing to the Constitu- 
tion or the law. 

The cache of documents Snowden 
holds was leaked to the Washington Post 
and to The Guardian (U.K.) and contains 
compelling evidence of the NSA’s whole- 
sale violation of the Fourth Amendment 
through the dragnet surveillance of phone 
records and monitoring of Internet traffic. 

With the assistance of Glen Greenwald 
of The Guardian, Snowden has leaked 
one constitutional violation after another 
committed by the NSA. All of which, it 
must be understood, was done with the 
cooperation of the president, the Con- 
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gress, and the courts. The strength of the 
evidence of collusion among the three 
branches of the federal government in the 
de facto repeal of the Fourth Amendment 
is overwhelming. 


Tyranny Erected in Cyberspace 

Among the most disturbing disclo- 
sures found within the reams of Edward 
Snowden’s revelations was the surrender 
by major telecommunications companies 
of the otherwise private phone records of 
millions of Americans — none of whom 
was, as required by the Constitution, sus- 
pected of committing any sort of crime. 

According to a court order labeled 
“TOP SECRET,” federal judge Roger Vin- 
son ordered Verizon to turn over the phone 
records of millions of its U.S. customers 
to the NSA. 

The order, issued in April by the U.S. 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court 
and leaked on the Internet by The Guard- 
ian, compels Verizon to provide these 
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records on an “ongoing daily 
basis” and to hand over to the 
domestic spy agency “an elec- 
tronic copy” of “all call detail 
records created by Verizon for 
communications (i) between the 
United States and abroad; or (ii) 
wholly within the United States, 
including local telephone calls.” 

This information includes the 
phone numbers involved, the electronic 
identity of the device, the calling card num- 
bers (if any) used in making the calls, and 
the time and duration of the call. 

In other words, millions of innocent 
Americans have had their call records 
shared with a federal spy agency in open 
and hostile defiance of the Fourth Amend- 
ment’s guarantee of the right of the people 
to be free from such unreasonable search- 
es and seizures. 

What is reasonable? Legally speaking, 
“the term reasonable is a generic and rela- 
tive one and applies to that which is ap- 
propriate for a particular situation.” 

Even if the reasonableness threshold is 
crossed, though, there must be a warrant 
and suspicion of commission of or intent 
to commit a crime. Neither the NSA nor 
Verizon has asserted that even one of the 
millions whose phone records were seized 
fits that description. 

When contacted by THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, a spokesman for Verizon declined to 


An order from the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court compelled telecommunication 
giant Verizon to provide the NSA with customer phone records on an “ongoing daily basis” 
and to hand over “an electronic copy” of “all call detail records created by Verizon for 

communications at home and abroad.” 
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comment on his company’s compliance 
with the order. 

Such a demur is expected in light of the 
provision of the order that prohibits Veri- 
zon, the FBI, or the NSA from revealing 
to the public — including the Verizon cus- 
tomers whose phone records now belong 
to the Obama administration — that the 
data is being given to the government. 

Glen Greenwald of The Guardian de- 
tails the data being seized by the NSA: 


The information is classed as “meta- 
data,” or transactional information, 
rather than communications, and 
so does not require individual war- 
rants to access. The document also 
specifies that such “metadata” is not 
limited to the aforementioned items. 
A 2005 court ruling judged that cell 
site location data — the nearest cell 
tower a phone was connected to 
— was also transactional data, and 
so could potentially fall under the 
scope of the order. 

While the order itself does not in- 
clude either the contents of messages 
or the personal information of the 
subscriber of any particular cell num- 
ber, its collection would allow the 
NSA to build easily a comprehensive 
picture of who any individual con- 
tacted, how and when, and possibly 
from where, retrospectively. 


Perhaps the most disturbing take-away 
from the leak of this secret court docu- 
ment ordering Verizon to hand over cus- 
tomer call logs and other data to a fed- 
eral surveillance agency is the fact that 
the government considers the protections 
of the Fourth Amendment to be nothing 
more than a “parchment barrier” that is 
easily torn through. The Obama adminis- 
tration regards the Constitution — as did 
the Bush administration before it — as 
advisory at best. 

Of course, being a subcontractor in 
the construction of the surveillance state 
pays handsomely. As reported by THE 
New AMERICAN, on August 16, Verizon 
announced that it was awarded a 10-year, 
$10 billion contract “to provide cloud and 
hosting services” to the U.S. Department 
of the Interior. 

Apparently, crimes against the Consti- 
tution pay, and they pay very well. 
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Under a program code-named PRISM, the NSA and the FBI are “tapping directly into the central 
servers of nine leading U.S. Internet companies, extracting audio, video, photographs, e-mails, 
documents and connection logs that enable analysts to track a person’s movements and contacts 


over time,” reported the Washington Post. 


Social Media Surveillance 

Have you updated your Facebook or Twit- 
ter accounts lately? If so, the government 
likely knows what you posted, when you 
posted it, and who read what you wrote. 

According to a statement posted on Face- 
book’s website June 14, government agen- 
cies — including federal, state, and local au- 
thorities — requested user data on between 
18,000 and 19,000 account holders. 

The remarkable disclosure of govern- 
ment requests for users’ private informa- 
tion follows successful negotiations be- 
tween Facebook and other tech giants and 
the federal government. 

Over the past few weeks, Facebook, 
Google, and other technology companies 
who were implicated in the revelations 
of the covert NSA surveillance program 
known as PRISM have petitioned the feds 
to allow them to disclose their level of par- 
ticipation in surveillance requests received 
from government entities. 

Under PRISM, the NSA and the FBI are 
“tapping directly into the central servers 
of nine leading U.S. Internet companies, 
extracting audio, video, photographs, e- 
mails, documents and connection logs that 
enable analysts to track a person’s move- 
ments and contacts over time,” as reported 
by the Washington Post. 

One document in the Snowden rev- 
elations indicated that PRISM was “the 
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number one source of raw intelligence 
used for NSA analytic reports.” Snowden 
claimed that the program was so invasive 
that the NSA and the FBI “quite literally 
can watch your ideas form as you type.” 

Most of these requests by the govern- 
ment are made under the authority of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
(FISA). Not surprisingly, when the gov- 
ernment asks the special surveillance court 
to approve their snooping, judges give 
them the go-ahead. 

In fact, in April, the Department of Jus- 
tice revealed to Congress the number of ap- 
plications for eavesdropping received and 
rejected by the FISA court: In 2012, of the 
1,789 requests made by the government to 
monitor the electronic communications of 
citizens, not a single one was rejected. 

Following the negotiations that opened 
the way for Facebook to report its coop- 
eration with requests to hand over user 
information, Microsoft made a similar 
surveillance disclosure. A blog post on the 
Redmond, Washington-based company’s 
website declared: 


For the six months ended December 
31, 2012, Microsoft received be- 
tween 6,000 and 7,000 criminal and 
national security warrants, subpoenas 
and orders affecting between 31,000 
and 32,000 consumer accounts from 
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U.S. governmental entities (including 
local, state and federal). 


According to the information Snowden 
released, both companies that disclosed 
government surveillance requests — Face- 
book and Microsoft — were giving the 
government access to the private informa- 
tion of millions of users. 

They were not alone, however. Yahoo, 
Google, PalTalk, AOL, Skype, YouTube, 
and Apple all allowed the agents of the 
federal surveillance state to secretly snoop 
on their users. 


Every Keystroke Recorded 

On July 31 Glen Greenwald published an- 
other drip in the ocean of Snowden leaks. 
Under a program known as “XKeyscore,” 
the NSA monitors and records every e- 
mail written by every American, again 
without a warrant and without probable 
cause, in direct defiance of the Fourth 
Amendment. 

Greenwald, after examining a Power- 
Point presentation included in the informa- 
tion he received from Snowden, explained 
the scope of XKeyscore: “One presenta- 
tion claims the [XKeyscore] program cov- 
ers ‘nearly everything a typical user does 
on the internet,’ including the content of 
emails, websites visited and searches, as 
well as their metadata.” “Analysts can also 
use XKeyscore and other NSA systems to 
obtain ongoing ‘real-time’ interception of 
an individual’s internet activity,” he added. 

How does it work? Greenwald ex- 
plained that, too: “An NSA tool called 
DNI Presenter, used to read the content 
of stored emails, also enables an analyst 
using XKeyscore to read the content of 
Facebook chats or private messages. Ana- 
lysts can also search by name, telephone 
number, IP address, keywords, the lan- 
guage in which the internet activity was 
conducted or the type of browser used.” 

It is important to note that XKeyscore 
doesn’t record phone conversations. There 
is evidence, however, that the NSA records 
every one of those, as well, and stores the 
content in one of its many data warehous- 
es, such as the one in Utah that goes online 
within weeks. 

Of course, there is no doubt that mobile 
phone conversations are being recorded. 

The federal government is remotely ac- 
tivating the microphones and cameras in 
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program was so invasive that the NSA and 
the FBI “quite literally can watch your 


ideas form as you type.” 


Android smartphones and Windows lap- 
tops, according to a report published by 
the Wall Street Journal on August 3. 

Citing a “former US official,” the Jour- 
nal says court documents reveal that the 
FBI is using a variety of “hacking” tools 
to ramp up the scope of the surveillance 
of millions of Americans, keeping many 
unwittingly under the watchful eye of 
Washington. 

One of the Journal’s anonymous sources 
described a part of the FBI called the “Re- 
mote Operations Unit.” Agents in this spe- 
cialized unit prefer, if possible, to install the 
remote control software by uploading to the 
target’s computer using a USB flash drive. 
When the g-men-come-hackers can’t get 
access to the target’s computer, they install 
the surveillance software over the Internet 


“using a document or link that 
loads software when the per- 
son clicks or views it.” 

It is not only possible for 
the federal government to 
listen to your conversations 
using the microphone in 
your Android smartphone 
and watch you while you sit 
in your own home on your own computer, 
but they do so regularly and can do so very 
easily. 

Purportedly, the FBI has been using 
these methods of surveillance “for over a 
decade,” but their use has come to light 
only recently by way of “court documents 
and interviews” with people familiar with 
the programs. 


Is the NSA Policing Itself? 
In what likely amounts to another middling 
misdirection, on August 15 the Washington 
Post reported that an internal audit of the 
NSA revealed that the agency violated its 
own privacy protection rules 2,776 times. 
NSA Compliance Director John De- 
Long tried putting a positive spin on the 
report. During a press conference on Au- 


In a program known as XKeyscore, NSA agents use a tool called DNI Presenter to read in real 
time the private Facebook chats and messages, and stored e-mail of users. Using this application, 
agents can search these electronic records by name, IP address, keywords, etc. 
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gust 16, DeLong assured the media that 
the NSA is not involved in “willful viola- 
tions” of the law. 

“People need to understand there’s no 
willful violations here,” he said. “We really 
do look for them, detect them and correct 
them.” “No one at NSA, not me or anyone 
else, thinks they are okay,” he added. 

He additionally claimed that the num- 
ber of incidental violations of privacy 
laws is “minuscule ... a couple over the 
past decade.” 

Minuscule or not, why is such a dis- 
closure irrelevant? Consider the follow- 
ing analysis published by Ron Paul on his 
Ron Paul Institute for Peace and Prosper- 
ity website: 


Though it made for sensational head- 
lines last week, the 2,776 NSA viola- 
tions of its own intercept guidelines 
over the course of one year are irrel- 
evant. The millions and millions of 
“authorized” intercepts of our com- 
munications are all illegal — except 
for the very few carried out in pursuit 
of a validly-issued search warrant in 
accordance with the Fourth Amend- 
ment. That is the real story. Drawing 
our attention to the violations unfor- 
tunately sends the message that the 
“authorized” spying on us is nothing 
to be concerned about. 


E-mail and Snail Mail 

The U.S. government is not content to mon- 
itor your phone calls and your Internet ac- 
tivity; it’s now reading your snail mail, too. 

A story in the New York Times published 
Wednesday, July 3, tells the story of Buf- 
falo, New York, resident Leslie James 
Pickering. Pickering reports that last Sep- 
tember he noticed “something odd in his 
mail”: a “handwritten card, apparently de- 
livered by mistake, with instructions for 
postal workers to pay special attention to 
the letters and packages sent to his home,” 
the Times story claims. 

The card — a picture of which appears in 
the Times story — appears to read: “Show 
all mail to supv [supervisor] for copying 
prior to going out on the street.” Pickering’s 
name was written on the card, as well as the 
word “Confidential,” written in green ink. 
Apparently, Pickering was the unwitting 
target of a “longtime surveillance system” 
the Times calls “mail covers.” 
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It doesn’t stop there, however. While 
snail mail surveillance has been a tool of 
law enforcement for over a century, the pro- 
gram that targeted Pickering is called Mail 
Isolation Control and Tracking. As part of 
this surveillance tactic, the “Postal Service 
computers photograph the exterior of every 
piece of paper mail that is processed in the 
United States — about 160 billion pieces 
last year. It is not known how long the gov- 
ernment saves the images.” 

When combined, the NSA and the 
U.S. Postal Service can keep every form 
of communication — electronic and con- 
ventional — under constant surveillance, 
without probable cause. 


All Movements Are Monitored 

Beyond the government’s ability to watch 
and record every activity carried on in cy- 
berspace, its capacity for keeping an eye 
on the real world comings and goings of 
citizens is immensely more jarring and 
less publicized. 

The U.S. government exercises control 
over a massive and technologically ad- 
vanced camera-based surveillance system 
that has the capacity to keep the urban pop- 
ulation of this country under the watchful 
eye of government 24 hours a day. 

Trap Wire is the name of this network of 
cameras and other surveillance tools. Un- 
like other elements of the central govern- 
ment’s cybersurveillance program, word 
about Trap Wire was not leaked by Obama 
administration insiders. The details of this 
nearly unbelievable surveillance scheme 
were made public by WikiLeaks, the anti- 
secrecy group founded by Julian Assange. 

Exactly what is TrapWire? According to 
one description of the program, from the 
online Russia Today: 


Former senior intelligence officials 
have created a detailed surveillance 
system more accurate than modern 
facial recognition technology — and 
have installed it across the US under 
the radar of most Americans, accord- 
ing to emails hacked by Anonymous. 

Every few seconds, data picked 
up at surveillance points in major 
cities and landmarks across the 
United States are recorded digitally 
on the spot, then encrypted and in- 
stantaneously delivered to a fortified 
central database center at an undis- 
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A mail carrier’s mistake led Buffalo, New York, resident Leslie James Pickering to discover the 
U.S. Postal Service’s long-running program of targeting people for monitoring and recording of 
their surface mail. Details of the surveillance program reveal that the exterior of every piece of 


mail is photographed by the Postal Service. 


closed location to be aggregated 
with other intelligence. 


As with so many of the federal govern- 
ment’s unconstitutional efforts at placing 
each and every citizen of the United States 
under the never-blinking eye of those who 
consider themselves our caretakers, Trap- 
Wire is sold as being a necessary weapon 
in the War on Terror. 


Taxes as a Political Tool 

Other departments in the executive branch 
have done as much to keep an eye on po- 
tential enemies of the state as the NSA, 
albeit in their own distinct manner. 

Earlier this summer, it was reported by 
many outlets (including THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN) that the IRS was persecuting Tea 
Party and other conservative groups by 
conducting intrusive and illegal investi- 
gations of these groups’ applications for 
501(c)(4) tax-exempt status. 

Although according to the White House 
the discrimination ended in May 2012, on 
August 9, 2013, the Washington Examiner 
reported that an unnamed IRS official testi- 
fied in a closed-door hearing of the House 
Ways and Means Committee that “the 
agency is still targeting Tea Party groups.” 

The implications of this abuse are incal- 
culable. In a statement to THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) said, “The 
power to audit has become a political weap- 
on. Nobody wants a government where the 
taxing authority is used politically.” 
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The use of taxing authority as a political 
weapon was not confined to conflicts with 
non-profit petitions. 

In January, Christine O’ Donnell, former 
candidate for Joe Biden’s former Senate 
seat in Delaware, was informed that Dela- 
ware state officials had on several occa- 
sions accessed her federal tax records to 
obtain potentially embarrassing informa- 
tion on a tax lien that was first reported in 
a newspaper article. 

The lien, it was discovered, was errone- 
ously filed, and the snooping was discov- 
ered. 

During congressional hearings on the 
matter and on IRS corruption in general, a 
spokesman for the IRS told Senator Chuck 
Grassley (R-Iowa) that a Delaware state 
investigator was given permission to open 
O’Donnell’s IRS records. 

Based on nothing more than a newspa- 
per story, O’Donnell’s political foes were 
able to gain access to her very private tax 
information. Most Americans, it would 
seem, would prefer that the information 
contained in their IRS file would remain 
private. The fact is, however, if an agent 
of the government (state or federal) wants 
to rifle through that file, the IRS requires 
very little in the way of probable cause of 
wrongdoing. Being a member of a group 
whose politics don’t jibe with the estab- 
lishment is apparently sufficient grounds 
for this very invasive, illegal, and uncon- 
stitutional surveillance. 

Despite the government’s intrusions 
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into Americans’ private business, many 
Americans dismiss its activities, saying, 
“T’ve Done Nothing Wrong. Why Should 
I Worry?” This is the question often put 
to opponents of the federal government’s 
surveillance activity. Furthermore, many 
Americans accept the surveillance state 
with rationalizations such as: “The gov- 
ernment is protecting us from terrorism, 
so I think it’s fine that they keep an eye 
out for extremists. If they happen to listen 
to my phone calls or read my email, that’s 
just the price we pay for safety.” 

In light of the protections afforded by the 
Fourth Amendment, these mentalities look 
at the surveillance from the wrong angle. 

Americans are endowed by their Cre- 
ator with the right to be free from un- 
warranted searches and seizures. When 
the government takes away these rights, 
then there is no liberty, regardless of pre- 
texts and purposes put forth by the federal 
government. 

While it’s true that most Americans have 
“done nothing wrong” criminally speaking, 
it is equally true that most of us have done 
many embarrassing things that we would 
prefer not to have put in a file for future use 
by political enemies — inside or outside the 
government. What are these possible pec- 
cadilloes? Think bad credit, poor scholastic 
performance, Web surfing habits, sensitive 
medical diagnoses, etc. 

It is most important to remember that 
there is no evidence that the government’s 
massive surveillance and deprivations of 
rights has made us any safer. What, then, is 
the true purpose of the surveillance? 

It isn’t security. Demanding freedom in 
exchange for safety is the economy of ty- 
rants. When the federal government — or 
any government — robs citizens of their 
basic civil rights, then that government has 
become despotic by definition. 

Benjamin Franklin said, “Any society 
that would give up a little liberty to gain 
a little security will deserve neither and 
lose both.” President Obama, on the other 
hand, told Americans that we cannot have 
a nation that is 100 percent safe and 100 
percent private. To be safe, he says, we 
have to make hard choices. 

He’s right: We must choose whether to 
allow our constitutional rights to be sub- 
jected to daily diminution or to stand up 
and demand that the totalitarianism end and 
liberty be restored. The question is: How? 
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Christine O’Donnell, former candidate for Joe Biden’s former Senate seat in Delaware, was 
informed that Delaware state officials had on several occasions accessed her federal tax 
records to obtain potentially embarrassing information on a tax lien that was first reported in a 


newspaper article. 


Federalism Protects 

Fundamental Freedom 

One unwarranted wiretap, one unwar- 
ranted seizure of a phone record, one 
search of records of an individual’s digi- 
tal communications is too many. If we 
are a republic of laws, then the supreme 
constitutional law of the land must be ad- 
hered to. The standard is not whether or 
not the spies or their bosses think the dep- 
rivations are “okay.” The standard is the 
Constitution — for every issue, on every 
occasion, with no exceptions. Anything 
less than that is a step toward tyranny. 

Taken together, the roster of snoop- 
ing programs in use by the federal gov- 
ernment places every American under 
the threat of constant surveillance. The 
courts, Congress, and the president have 
formed an unholy alliance bent on oblit- 
erating the Constitution and establishing 
a country where every citizen is a suspect 
and is perpetually under the never-blink- 
ing eye of the government. 

The establishment will likely contin- 
ue construction of the surveillance until 
the entire country is being watched 
around the clock and every monitored 
activity is recorded 
and made retriev- 
able by agents who 
will have a dossier 
on every American. 

The fight can yet 
be won, though. 
Americans can at- 
tack the sprawling  } 
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surveillance state on several fronts. First, 
we must elect men and women to federal 
office who will honor their oaths of of- 
fice to preserve, protect, and defend the 
Constitution. Then, once in office, each 
of them must be held immediately ac- 
countable for each and every violation of 
that oath. 

Next, we must fill our state legislatures 
with men and women who will refuse to 
enforce any act of the federal government 
that exceeds the boundaries of its constitu- 
tionally granted powers. These lawmakers 
must force the federal beast back inside its 
constitutional cage and never accept even 
a degree of deviation from the blueprint 
drawn in Philadelphia in 1787. 

Though the hour is late, there is still 
hope. Beginning today, Americans can 
refuse to re-elect any lawmaker who has 
voted to fund the NSA or any other fed- 
eral agency whose existence is not spe- 
cifically permitted by the Constitution. 
We can unite, as our forefathers, in the 
ennobling cause of the end of tyranny and 
the promotion of those unalienable rights 
granted to us — and revocable only — by 
our Creator. 


New AMERICAN are available at quantity- 
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When accusations of spying on Americans were first leveled at the NSA, the government 
claimed there was no illicit spying. Then it had to backtrack again and again. 
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Edward Snowden: The former NSA contractor and whistleblower has stopped an ongoing snow- 


job by federal officials about NSA decimation of the Fourth Amendment. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


“And so in light of the changed environ- 
ment where a whole set of questions have 
been raised, some in the most sensation- 
alized manner possible, where these leaks 
are released drip by drip, one a week, 
to kind of maximize attention and see if 
they can catch us at some imprecision on 
something.” 

— President Obama, August 9, 2013 
press conference 


resident Obama’s unprecedented 
P press conference on NSA surveil- 

lance August 9 complained about 
the journalist/leaker team of Glenn Gre- 
enwald from the British newspaper The 
Guardian and former NSA contractor- 
turned-whistleblower Edward Snowden, 
implying that the two were merely trying 
to draw attention to themselves and bait the 
administration into admitting something 
inconsistent with what it said previously, 
hence giving the pair something else to use 
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to draw even more attention to themselves. 
However, in chastising the pair’s news re- 
leases on the NSA, it was very apparent that 
Obama’s press conference was a desperate 
attempt at political damage control, with 
Obama trying to construct a new, credible 
lie upon which he could claim that the NSA 
had never violated the Fourth Amendment 
or the privacy of Americans. 

Widespread surveillance of Americans 
began shortly after the September 11, 2001 
attacks under the Bush administration, and 
received some attention with reporting by 
the New York Times from 2004-2006. De- 
spite the reporting on NSA surveillance, 
Bush — and later, Obama — administra- 
tion personnel issued official denials that 
the NSA was listening to American citi- 
zens’ electronic communications. 


We’re not collecting data 

on American citizens. 

The Bush administration, which initiated 
the denials of spying on Americans, implied 
that any U.S. surveillance within the coun- 


try was strictly limited to likely terrorists 
— people that courts ruled to be dangerous 
based on the available evidence. President 
Bush stated on April 20, 2004: 


There are such things as roving wire- 
taps. Now, by the way, any time you 
hear the United States government 
talking about wiretap, it requires — a 
wiretap requires a court order. Noth- 
ing has changed, by the way. When 
we're talking about chasing down 
terrorists, we’re talking about get- 
ting a court order before we do so. 
It’s important for our fellow citizens 
to understand, when you think Patriot 
Act, constitutional guarantees are in 
place when it comes to doing what 
is necessary to protect our homeland, 
because we value the Constitution. 


On March 20 of this year, the director 
of national intelligence, Admiral James 
Clapper, also denied that there has been 
wholesale monitoring of Americans’ com- 
munications, when he was asked by Or- 
egon Senator Ron Wyden, “Does the NSA 
collect any type of data at all on millions 
or hundreds of millions of Americans?” 


Director of National Intelligence and 
Admiral James Clapper: “No, sir.” 
Wyden: “It does not?” 
Clapper: “Not wittingly. There are 
cases where they could inadvertently 
perhaps collect, but not wittingly.” 


Oops. We meant to say we are 
collecting metadata on Americans. 
Both administrations engaged in flat- 
out lies to the American people, but the 
Obama administration has been caught in 
lie after lie as it continually retreats from 
its official story. 

The official story changed dramatically 
with Snowden’s whistleblowing. Snowden 
told Greenwald back on June 9, 2013 that 
the NSA — once devoted to foreign intel- 
ligence — was increasingly focused upon 
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USA 2013 conference, NSA 
Director General Keith Alex- 
ander laid out the entirety of 
what the NSA was suppos- 


they are collecting all Americans’ Internet 
data, including the full content of e-mail 
messages, the data had never been misused 
and are subject to multiple safeguards. Of 


surveilling Americans. “The NSA specifi- 
cally targets the communications of every- 
one. It ingests them by default. It collects 
them in its system and it filters them and 
it analyzes them and it measures them and 
it stores them for a period of time.” It had 
gone so far, the former Booz-Allen-Ham- 
ilton employee claimed, “T, sitting at my 
desk, certainly had the authority to wire- 
tap anyone, from you or your accountant, 
to a federal judge or even the president, if 
I had a personal email.” Though Obama 
administration officials denied Snowden’s 
sweeping charges (Snowden was later val- 
idated), they had to backtrack after Green- 
wald published information on the NSA’s 
collection of Americans’ Internet “meta- 
data” under the agency’s PRISM program. 

James Clapper retracted his statement 
to Wyden on June 9 during NBC’s Sunday 
Today show: 


I responded in what I thought was 
the most truthful, or least untruthful 
manner by saying no. And again, to 
go back to my metaphor. What I was 
thinking of is looking at the Dewey 
Decimal numbers — of those books 
in that metaphorical library — to 
me, collection of U.S. persons’ data 
would mean taking the book off the 
shelf and opening it up and reading it. 


We’re not collecting e-mail and 
other private Internet messages 
from Americans. 
This first of several backtracks was fol- 
lowed by the next fallback line in NSA 
denials soon thereafter: The NSA admit- 
ted collecting data on Americans, but only 
metadata — information about Internet 
traffic — not private e-mails and other pri- 
vate Internet-based messages. 

On July 31, 2013, at the Black Hat 


edly collecting: 


I thought it would be im- 
portant to give you a pic- 
ture of what our analysts 
actually see. There it is ... 
as you can see, what you 
have is the date and time of 
the call, the calling number 
and the call — the duration of the call. 
And we also put in the origin of the 
metadata data.... This does not include 
the content of the communications. 
This does not include your phone calls 
or mine, your emails, nor mine, your 
SMS messages. There is no content. 


course, the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution prohibits not only warrantless 
“searches” by the government, it bans gov- 
ernment “seizures” of records without both 
a warrant and probable cause as well. 


We’re not misusing the 

personal data that we do collect. 

In a televised interview on July 18, 2013, 
NSA Director General Alexander admitted 
that the NSA does collect the “content” of 
Americans’ personal communications but, 
he insisted, the government is not listening 
to or sifting through the collection of data 
on Americans. The NSA has safeguards 
against actually searching Americans’ data. 


By the time Alexander said those words, 
they were already out of date. That same 
day Greenwald published in The Guard- 
ian information on the NSA’s XKeyscore 
program, a program that collects millions 
of e-mails from American citizens without 
a warrant, along with “nearly everything 
a user does on the Internet.” Later, other 
NSA programs were also revealed to have 
collected Americans’ e-mail messages on a 
massive scale. In response to being busted 
on this lie, the Obama administration had 
another fallback upon which to rest their 
damage-control program: Even though 


NBC Reporter Pete Williams: “Let’s 
talk about the phone program. You 
gather all this data from the phone 
companies and it sits in your big tank. 
What can you do? Can you munch on 
it and chew on it and do data mining, 
or does it just sit there until you have 
some specific question?” 

Gen. Alexander: “Yeah, it sits 
there. And that’s a great question be- 
cause the court restricts what we can 
do with that data. We can only look 
at that data if we have a nexus to al- 
Qaida or other terrorist groups.” 
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Should have read the morning paper: NSA Director Keith Alexander claimed at the July 31 
“Black Hat” conference that NSA surveillance “does not include your phone calls or mine, your 
emails, nor mine,” the same day that Snowden/Greenwald revealed in the U.K. Guardian that the 
XKeyscore program did include contents of e-mails. 
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This was the fallback position of the 
Obama administration throughout the 
month of July. They essentially claimed 
that the NSA was collecting all types of 
data on Americans, but that this collec- 
tion is put into a type of legal lockbox 
that is not touched without a warrant and 
a court order from a FISA court. But by 
August 15, the Washington Post had re- 
ported that the NSA had violated the pri- 
vacy of Americans’ data — and had vio- 
lated its own rules — thousands of times 
per year. Thus, the Obama administration 
was forced to fall back to the next lie, that 
the NSA had never intentionally violated 
Americans’ privacy by searching their pri- 
vate e-mails and phone records. 


Okay, our collection of data on 
Americans has been abused 
accidentally, but never deliberately. 
Obama then went on his national public 
relations tour for the NSA’s unconstitu- 
tional wiretapping program, again assur- 
ing Americans that their private informa- 
tion was safe in his administration’s hands. 
He said in an interview with Jay Leno on 
the Tonight Show on August 7, 2013: 


We put in some additional safeguards 
to make sure that there’s federal 
court oversight as well as congres- 
sional oversight, that there is no spy- 
ing on Americans. We don’t have a 
domestic spying program. What we 
do have are some mechanisms where 
we can track a phone number or an 
email address that we know is con- 
nected to some sort of terrorist threat. 
And that information is useful. But 
what I’ve said before I want to make 
sure I repeat, and that is we should 
be skeptical about the potential en- 
croachments on privacy. None of the 
revelations show that government 
has actually abused these powers, 
but they’re pretty significant powers. 


He reiterated his administration’s lily- 
white hands again at a press conference 
on August 9, 2013: 


If you look at the reports — even the 
disclosures that Mr. Snowden has put 
forward — all the stories that have 
been written, what you’re not read- 
ing about is the government actually 
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Believable? Federal officials claim that this behemoth storage facility in the Utah desert is needed 
to store only five columns of data on Americans’ telephone traffic. 


abusing these programs and listening 
in on people’s phone calls or inap- 
propriately reading people’s emails. 
What you’re hearing about is the 
prospect that these could be abused. 
Now, part of the reason they’re not 
abused is because these checks are 
in place, and those abuses would be 
against the law and would be against 
the orders of the FISC. 


Two weeks after Obama’s national public 
relations tour for the NSA, the Wall Street 
Journal revealed on August 23 that NSA 
staffers had used the databases to spy on 
romantic interests frequently enough to 
create the label “LOVEINT” for love intel- 
ligence: “National Security Agency officers 
on several occasions have channeled their 
agency’s enormous eavesdropping power to 
spy on love interests, U.S. officials said.” 
The privacy of Americans has been abused, 
the Obama administration has been forced 
to admit, but faced with the evidence, it 
claimed in statements for the Wall Street 
Journal story that it took place only rarely. 
The Wall Street Journal reported that “the 
practice isn’t frequent — one official esti- 
mated a handful of cases in the last decade 
— but it’s common enough to garner its 
own spycraft label: LOVEINT.” 


We’re not collecting the phone 

audio of Americans’ phone calls. 
While it’s too early to say whether the 
NSA is collecting audio of Americans’ 
telephone calls, it does remain the last el- 
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ement of electronic data that the NSA still 
officially denies collecting en masse. Most 
intelligence analysts seem to believe that 
Americans’ phone calls are not recorded 
and stored for later use, or at least most 
of Americans’ phone calls. But this may 
be largely an issue of technological limi- 
tations rather than willingness of the NSA 
to engage in that kind of unconstitutional 
monitoring. As the NSA opens a huge data 
center in Utah this year, technological lim- 
itations may become a moot point. 

Obama pointedly did not deny that the 
federal government was collecting the 
audio of Americans’ telephone calls in 
his August 9 press conference, though a 
denial would have perhaps been a waste 
of time. With a long history of public lies 
on the issue of warrantless surveillance 
that explicitly violates the Fourth Amend- 
ment to the U.S. Constitution, President 
Obama’s denials would not have been 
believable anyway. Obama has obviously 
bought into the idea that intelligence offi- 
cials need to collect every bit of informa- 
tion about Americans, stating in his Au- 
gust 9 press conference: “We need new 
thinking for a new era. We now have to 
unravel terrorist plots by finding a needle 
in the haystack of global telecommuni- 
cations. And meanwhile, technology has 
given governments — including our own 
— unprecedented capability to monitor 
communications.” 

Is another lie about to be exposed by 
the Greenwald/Snowden whistleblowing 
team? Only time will tell. Ml 
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} Pedophilia 


It is unlikely that many Americans now believe that pedophilia will soon be accepted in 
this country, but it is riding the same track to respectability as did homosexual “marriage.” 


by Selwyn Duke 


Wf you had told someone in the 1950s 
that, in about two generations, homo- 
sexuality would largely be normalized 

and faux (same-sex) marriage would be 
gaining widespread approval, they’d have 
called you crazy. Never, ever under the 
stars and stripes. Why, pugnacious pundit 
Bill O’Reilly himself opined as recently 
as 10 to 15 years ago that faux marriage 
would never be accepted in America. Ah, 
what a difference a decade makes in the 

(mis?)information age, where ideas can be 

transmitted worldwide at a button’s touch. 

I can’t tell you exactly when I knew 
faux marriage would gain traction — not 
in terms of date and time, anyway — but 
suffice it to say it was at least as soon as 
I heard the idea uttered by some obscure 
academic or activist on society’s fringes. 
As for homosexuality, there were some 
sagacious souls who realized decades 
ago that it would eventually be accepted. 
How? The same way a few of us knew in 
high school, almost instinctively, that our 
education paled in comparison to that of 
previous generations: trajectory. If you 
know an asteroid’s trajectory, you can pre- 
dict not only where it was years ago, but 
where it will be in the future. And so it is 
with cultural trajectory. 


erri jie 

Yet if I say that our current cultural trajec- 
tory — a bizarre trek that has caused us 
to boldly go where no American had gone 
before — has as a point on its arc the ac- 
ceptance of pedophilia, I’m sure [ll hear 
“never, ever under the stars and stripes!” 
This is a normal human reaction. But the 
past is a picture of futures man inevitably 
will paint again, and history hollers its 
warnings for those with ears to hear. 

First consider a simple fact: There is 
virtually no historical precedent — if any 
at all — for faux marriage, yet we’re ac- 
cepting it. But there is great historical 
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From unthinkable to palatable: While faux (same-sex) marriage now enjoys widespread 
approval, two generations ago it was as much reviled as pedophilia is today — something that 


“could never happen” in America. 


precedent for pedophilia, that thing most 
would currently say we could never accept. 
And the obvious place to start here is with 
ancient Greece. The civilization is well- 
known for its acceptance of homosexual- 
ity, yet what actually was most common 
in this arena was pederasty, sexual rela- 
tionships between men and boys. It is said 
that in the mid and late periods of ancient 
Sparta, the practice was institutionalized 
in the city-state’s military camps, with a 
12-year-old boy being attached to a mature 
man who would become the child’s men- 
tor and, apparently, molester. And homo- 
erotic ancient Greek art and, more signifi- 
cantly, the casual way prominent Greeks 
spoke of pederasty attest to its widespread 
acceptance. As to the latter, historian Plu- 
tarch addresses Theban pederasty in Life 
of Pelopidas and explains that it was an 
educational device for boys that was de- 
signed to “soften, while they were young, 
their natural fierceness” and “temper the 
manners and characters of the youth.” 
The poet Solon gushed about pederasty in 
his poem “Boys and Sport,” and tradition 
tells us that the warrior group the Sacred 


Band of Thebes comprised pederastic 
man-youth pairings. In fact, the Greeks 
even had words describing the players in 
man-boy relationships: An erastes was an 
adult man who courted or was in a sexual 
relationship with a boy (this accounts for 
part of the derivation of “pederast’’), who 
himself was known as an eromenos. 

Yet it wasn’t just the “advanced” Greeks. 
History is littered with examples of primi- 
tive peoples that practiced institutional- 
ized pedophilia; the Sambia tribe of Papua 
New Guinea does so to this day, and many 
military personnel will attest to how the 
abuse of “dancing boys” is widespread in 
Afghanistan. The reality? When it wasn’t 
actually prescribing it as a good that cre- 
ated a bond between brothers in arms or 
served some other end, pagan morality 
often had little negative to say about pe- 
dophilia (and Islamic cultures may tolerate 
it). Perhaps now we see why philosopher 
C.S. Lewis once said, “Sex is not messed 
up because it was put in the closet; it was 
put in the closet because it was messed up.” 
And since that closet was made with Chris- 
tian morality, and the faith is now ridiculed 
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and attacked and its closet is being thrown 
wide open, isn’t it logical to suspect that 
anything and everything within it could, 
quite possibly, emerge? Yet how would 
we get from where we are now — perhaps 
point G — to a pederastic point X? Well, 
it’s instructive to explore how we got to G 
in the first place, and this brings us to the 
ABCs of social manipulation via the use of 
media, entertainment, academia, specious 
science, and philoso-babble. 

A book was published in 1989 entitled 
After the Ball: How America Will Conquer 
Its Fear and Hatred of Gays in the 90’s. 
In it, authors Marshall Kirk and Hunter 
Madsen — a marketing man by trade who, 
take note, once used the pen name “Eras- 
tes Pill” — called for a desensitization of 
Americans to homosexuality through a 
“continuous flood of gay-related advertis- 
ing,” a “conversion of the average Ameri- 
can’s emotions, mind, and will, through 
a planned psychological attack, in the 
form of propaganda fed to the nation via 
the media.” Of course, Kirk and Madsen 
weren’t puppeteers or prophets as much as 
good trajectory readers, as the movement 
they encouraged was well under way by 
the time they penned their book. 

In 1977 already, we had the sitcom 
Soap with its openly homosexual charac- 
ter Jodie, played by comedian Billy Crys- 
tal. And while some would argue that the 
character was created to make the show 
cutting edge rather than to manipulate 
hearts (and, of course, both could have 
been motivations), it certainly made for 
ingenious propaganda. Take a funny and 
sympathetic character — and Crystal was 
most comedic — but make him a homo- 
sexual on an entertaining show that is the 
“thing to watch.” This is effective because 
whether it’s Soap, La Cage aux Folles, or 
another work, if you laugh at something 
enough, you’re no longer outraged by 
it. Also be sure to have that homosexual 
character say things such as “I’m a per- 
son, just like you,” which Jodie did (or a 
paraphrase of it), but, most significantly, 
just show him acting, and interacting with 
others, just as you would. For a big part of 
normalizing something is showing those 
who embody it acting normally. 

The next step after normalization and 
tolerance is engendering sympathy and af- 
fection, and entertainment’s role in this is 
simple to understand. Just as people may 
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Resurrecting a dark Hellenism: The notorious pedophile organization NAMbLA seems to 
draw inspiration from ancient Greece, where pederasty was rife and well represented in the 


civilization’s art and literature. 


condemn the sin but not the sinner, they 
also have trouble loving the sinner but 
not the sin. This is why a mother may ac- 
cept even a son’s heinous crimes and why 
people will justify the scandalous behav- 
ior of a favorite politician or sports figure. 
Likewise, when people come to like a show 
— and, more specifically, a character on it 
— they generally start to accept what that 
character represents. And just think how 
successful this entertainment campaign 
has been. Homosexual characters are now 
a staple of TV and film and, as in the movie 
Sling Blade, are sometimes the work’s only 
compassionate voice of reason. 


Enter Entertainment 

But then there are the agencies working in 
concert with entertainment. There is spe- 
cious science reported — and often twisted 
— by special-interest media and academia; 
thus do we hear about things such as the 
“gay gene,’ which not only doesn’t con- 
cern the heritability of happiness but also 
has never been found. Nonetheless, it is 
used to give weight to the argument that 
homosexuality is inborn and, well, haven’t 
you heard, “God doesn’t make mistakes”? 
The media and academia are also careful to 
frame the homosexual agenda as a matter 
of “rights,” “equality,” and “minority” vic- 
timhood while avoiding talk of “morality” 
(they will, however, apply their feelings- 
derived preferences and call opponents 
“haters,” “bigots,” and “intolerant’”’). This 


is easy to do, too, since they’ve discredited 
moral reality with the philoso-babble of 
moral relativism and its refrains, “Who is 
to judge?” and “All values are equal.” Of 
course, this credo could be used to justify 
killing homosexuals as easily as accepting 
them, but this realization involves under- 
standing an intellectual argument, and ma- 
nipulating emotion is the name of the game 
here. And as long as entertainment — an 
arena so powerful that Plato warned how 
even just music had the capacity to reshape 
civilization — pushes people’s emotions in 
the desired direction, the field will be yours. 

But will a day really come that marks 
the first time entertainment is placed in pe- 
dophilia’s service? And when would this 
be? I can predict this with some precision: 
in about 20 years ago. 

There has long been the “Pedobear” In- 
ternet meme, a little comedic cartoon char- 
acter Web users often associate with news 
stories about pedophilia. And remember 
what happens when people start to laugh 
at something? Then there was the “Chester 
the Molester” cartoon character in Hustler 
magazine (the creator of which, Dwaine 
Tinsley, was once convicted of molesting 
his 13-year-old daughter). Far more signifi- 
cant than a porno-mag offering, however, 
was a film made in 1993 called For a Lost 
Soldier. Based on a true story, the movie 
somewhat vividly portrays a WWIlI-era 
sexual relationship between a Canadian 
soldier and a 13-year-old European boy. 
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What I’d like to focus on here, however, is 
a New York Times review of the film written 
by someone named Stephen Holden. Enti- 
tled “Treating a Delicate Story of a Soldier 
and a Boy Tenderly,” you’d think the paper 
was reviewing Romeo and Juliet. Holden 
writes that the story “takes up ... a roman- 
tic relationship between a grown-up and a 
child, and invests it with an aching tender- 
ness”; that it is “more than a love story”; 
that “Walt [the molester] seems almost as 
innocent as Jeroen [the child]”; and de- 
scribes the “affection” between the two as 
“touching.” Moreover, the Times not only 
takes no issue with the film’s non-judgmen- 
tal treatment of pederasty, it writes, “One of 
the strengths of the film is its refusal to load 
the story with contemporary psychological 
and social baggage. There is no mention of 
homosexuality. Nor is there any implied ac- 
cusation of child abuse.... The film assigns 
no blame and assesses no damages.” In fact, 
the paper says the movie’s only failure “is 
in finding a coherent dramatic frame for 
the story.” And then there is the kicker: The 
review describes the “affection” between 
Walt and Jeroen as “the love that dare not 
speak its name.” My, where have we heard 
that one before? And what is the implica- 
tion here? Should a man-boy sexual rela- 
tionship be able to speak its name? NAM- 
BLA certainly thinks so. 
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First salvo in the movement to legitimize 
pedophilia: The film For a Lost Soldier portrays a 
man/boy sexual relationship in a non-judgmental 
— and perhaps even positive — light. 
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A more recent film in the same 
vein is L.E. (2001). It portrays 
pederast Big John, an ex-marine 
with a penchant for young male 
prostitutes but who also, you see, 
has a human side. As Ed Gonza- 
lez wrote at SlantMagazine.com, 
the film “suggests that a pederast 


Authors Marshall Kirk and Hunter 
Madsen — a marketing man by trade 
who, take note, once used the pen 


name “Erastes Pill” — called for 
a desensitization of Americans to 


could actually have something 
useful [to] contribute to society.” 
And as A.O. Scott of the New 
York Times put it, compared “with 
Howie’s [the 15-year-old main 
character’s] well-meaning but clueless 
guidance counselor, Big John seems like a 
benign, common-sensical uncle.” 

Of course, neither Big John nor For a 
Lost Soldier’s Walt is portrayed as par- 
ticularly sympathetic. But they’re not por- 
trayed as particularly villainous, either. 
And this non-judgmentalism is in fact a 
judgment, in that it serves to place, via 
embodiment representation, morally evil 
behavior in the morally neutral category. 
Except for their habit of indulging the an- 
cient Greeks’ “unspeakable vice,” Walt 
and John are presented as acting, and 
interacting with others, normally — and 
often even charitably. After all, they are 
“people just like you,” right? 

That is how it starts. 

With entertainment having already bro- 
ken the ice in whitewashing pedophiles, 
can the first claims that their desires are just 
another inborn orientation be far behind? 


When laughter is the worst medicine: Will 
things such as the “Pedobear” Internet meme 
eliminate outrage over pedophilia by treating 
it not as a jarring perversion, but as a joke? 


homosexuality through a “continuous 
flood of gay-related advertising.” 


Scientific Stamp 
Actually, they’re already behind us. 

On January 14 of this year, the Los An- 
geles Times ran an article entitled, “Many 
researchers taking a different view of pedo- 
philia: Pedophilia once was thought to stem 
from psychological influences early in life. 
Now, many experts view it as a deep-rooted 
predisposition that does not change.” (Em- 
phasis in original.) The piece starts out with 
a story about one Paul Christiano, who, as 
a young child, was fascinated by girls and 
loved “how their spindly bodies tumbled 
in gymnastics,” wrote the paper. We’re 
then told that while Christiano grew up, 
his sexual tastes didn’t: He remained tor- 
mented by an attraction to pre-pubescent 
girls. Christiano is the “sympathetic char- 
acter,’ mind you, the hapless soul meant to 
put a human face on pedophilia. But now 
consider what he said about unsuccessful 
court-ordered therapy he was forced to 
undergo after being caught with child por- 
nography in 1999. As the Times reported, 
“These people felt they could snuff out the 
desire, or shame me into denying it existed,’ 
he said. “But it’s as intrinsic as the next per- 
son’s heterosexuality.’” 

“As intrinsic as the next person’s hetero- 
sexuality... > Where have we heard that 
before? And the paper then does some- 
thing else that should sound familiar. It 
gives Christiano’s claim the imprimatur 
of science, writing: 


In the laboratory, researchers are 
coming to the same conclusion. 

Like many forms of sexual devi- 
ance, pedophilia once was thought to 
stem from psychological influences 
early in life. Now, many experts view 
it as a sexual orientation as immutable 
as heterosexuality or homosexuality. It 
is a deep-rooted predisposition — lim- 
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Out of raincoats and into the mainstream: Child-sex advocates now include accomplished 
professionals. Dr. Fred Berlin (pictured) of Johns Hopkins Hospital, for instance, has argued for 


the “acceptance” of pedophiles. 


ited almost entirely to men — that be- 
comes clear during puberty and does 
not change.... 

Scientists at the Toronto center 
[Center for Mental Health and Ad- 
diction in Toronto] have uncovered a 
series of associations that suggest pe- 
dophilia has biological roots. 


The paper then tells us that pedophiles are 
generally an inch shorter than normal peo- 
ple, have I.Q.s 10 points lower on average 
and less white matter in their brains, and that 
the first two of these factors are “consistent 
with developmental problems, whether be- 
fore birth or in childhood.” They sure are — 
and their interpretation is consistent with a 
cultural problem. The operative phrase here 
is “whether before birth or in childhood” 
because, if the latter, it indicates a nurture- 
oriented cause of pedophilia, not a nature- 
oriented one (as to nurture’s significance, 
research has indicated that environment can 
influence even, amazingly, gene expres- 
sion). Yet the Times article glosses over the 
nurture possibility — it doesn’t match the 
agenda the paper is trying to advance. 
There is another fact the Times has 
to massage. Continuing with the inborn 
theme, it tells us, “Among the most com- 
pelling findings is that 30% of pedophiles 
are left-handed or ambidextrous, triple the 
general rate. Because hand dominance is 
established through some combination 
of genetics and the environment of the 
womb, scientists see that association as a 
powerful indicator that something is dif- 
ferent about pedophiles at birth. “The only 
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explanation is a physiological one,’ said 
James Cantor, a leader of the [Toronto] re- 
search.” Yet the Times had written earlier 
in its piece that researchers have basically 
dispensed with the “popular belief” that 
childhood sexual abuse is a significant 
factor in pedophilia because “only about a 
third of offenders say they were molested” 
as children. So let’s get this straight: When 
30 percent of pedophiles share some sort 
of inborn characteristic, it’s compelling 
evidence for the nature thesis. But when 
(only?) 33 percent share a traumatic life 
experience, it’s compelling evidence dis- 
crediting the nurture one? This clearly is 
the spinning of data to fit an agenda. 

And who are the “experts” cited in the 
Times article? Many of them, it seems, 
crawled out of the woodwork to attend a 
2011 symposium in Baltimore, Maryland 
— an event whose focus was the normal- 
ization of adult-child sexual relationships. 
WND.com reported at the time that it was 
“held by the ‘minor-attracted people’ ad- 
vocacy group B4U-ACT to disseminate 
‘accurate information’ on the position that 
pedophilia is just one more alternative 
sexual orientation.’ As such, the confer- 
ence speakers contended, the American 
Psychiatric Association should no longer 
list pedophilia as a psychological condition 
in its Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of 
Mental Disorders (DSM). Drawing an im- 
portant parallel, Dr. Judith Reisman, a long- 
time crusader against child sexual abuse 
who attended the symposium, “explained 
that the same strategy was used by homo- 
sexual activists in the 1970s when same-sex 


attractions were removed from the APA’s 
list of disorders. Eventually, the legaliza- 
tion of ‘gay marriage,’ the mandatory ho- 
mosexuality lessons in public schools and 
the brand new policy of allowing open ho- 
mosexuality in the U.S. military resulted,” 
writes WND. Reporting further on the posi- 
tions taken at the conference, WND wrote: 


Dr. John Sadler (University of Texas) 
argued that diagnostic criteria for 
mental disorders should not be based 
on concepts of vice since such con- 
cepts are subject to shifting social at- 
titudes and doing so diverts mental- 
health professions from their role as 
healers... 

Fred Berlin of Johns Hopkins ... 
argued in favor of “acceptance of 
and compassion for people who are 
attracted to minors....” 

... Richard Kramer, who repre- 
sented B4U-ACT at the event, con- 
tended listing pedophilia as a disor- 
der stigmatizes the “victims” of the 
lifestyle choice. 

... Conference speakers said the 
Diagnostic Manual should “focus 
on the needs” of the pedophile and 
should have ‘“‘a minimal focus on so- 
cial control” rather than a focus on 
the “need to protect children.” 

... Self-described “gay activist” 
and speaker Jacob Breslow said it is 
proper for children to be “the object 
of our attraction.” Breslow said pedo- 
philes shouldn’t need to get consent 
from a child to have sex any more 
than they would get consent from a 
shoe to wear it. 

... Andrew Hinderliter of the Uni- 
versity of Illinois said the boundary 
between the helping professions and 
the criminal justice system can be 
blurred. 


Note that B4U-ACT takes pains to rebrand 
pedophiles as “minor-attracted people” in 
the same way activists once strove to en- 
sure the euphemism “gay” would supplant 
“homosexual.” 

Liberty Counsel Action vice president J. 
Matt Barber, who also attended the confer- 
ence, summed up its themes thus (quota- 
tions are Barber’s, as reported by WND): 
Adult lust for children is “normative,” 
people indulging it are unfairly “demon- 
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ized,” children are capable of consenting 
to sex, “wrong” as a concept isn’t appli- 
cable to “minor-attracted people,” and 
the DSM “ignores that pedophiles ‘have 
feelings of love and romance for children’ 
the same way adult heterosexuals have for 
each other.” 


Logically Defending Illicit Lust 

Just as significantly, these are far from 
the only times such views have been ex- 
pressed. In a 2002 article entitled “Raising 
Sexually Healthy Youth: Rights. Respect. 
Responsibility & Parent-Child Commu- 
nication,” the group Advocates for Youth 
stressed that children are “sexual from 
birth.’ Ann-Katrin Miiller in Der Spiegel 
reported that German homosexual “rights” 
organizations and even a sizable number 
of Green Party politicians have a long his- 
tory of supporting pro-pedophilia causes. 
Author Judith Levine penned a 2003 book 
in which she “suggests the threat of pe- 
dophilia and molestation by strangers is 
exaggerated by adults who want to deny 
young people the opportunity for positive 
sexual experiences,’ wrote Fox News. 
Anti-fracking activist Vera Scroggins 
has advocated that parents initiate young 
children into sex, writing, “Who bet- 
ter to do it, than the parents first?” And, 
of course, there is bug researcher turned 
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he seudoscience used to justify pedophilia — such as the notion that “children are sexual from 
irth” — can be traced back to “sex researcher,” scientific fraud, and pedophile Alfred Kinsey (left). 


self-proclaimed sex expert Al- 
fred Kinsey, who we now know 
was a pedophile using science 
as a cover for the indulging of 
his perversion. As I reported in 
“According to Kinsey, Devian- 
cy Is the New Normal,” in THE 
NEw AMERICAN, all the aforementioned 
ideas — that children are sexual from 
birth, that relations with adults don’t harm 
them, etc. — can be traced back to him 
and his associates. And these ideas are lent 
credibility even though it has been estab- 
lished that Kinsey was a scientific fraud 
who misrepresented data for the purposes 
of legitimizing perversion. 

And when you combine this special- 
interest “science” with specious reason- 
ing, you have a very dangerous one-two 
punch of prevarication. For example, 
consider again the Los Angeles Times 
article. It does contain a grain of truth. 
That is to say, people generally don’t ask 
for the feelings they have, and, as C.S. 
Lewis noted ages ago, sexual problems 
can be quite intractable. Yet it’s silly — 
and often just agenda-greasing spin — to 
confuse intractability with innateness. We 
all know that influences and events dur- 
ing formative years can have far-reaching 
consequences and can almost imprint be- 
havior (that is why they’re called forma- 


Just as people may condemn the sin but 


not the sinner, they also have trouble 
loving the sinner but not the sin. 


tive years); raise a boy in an abusive and 
criminal ghetto home, for instance, and 
he may exhibit change-resistant negative 
behavior patterns the rest of his days. This 
also places in perspective a claim made 
by many a homosexual: “I’ve had these 
feelings for my whole life.” This is either 
sloppy thinking or a rationalization. Since 
most everyone has recollections reaching 
back to only three, four or even five years 
of age, all virtually anyone can say with 
assurance is, “I’ve had these feelings for 
as long as I can remember.’ And those 
lost-in-memory first few years of life are 
the most significant of all. 


Without Morals, Everything Is Normal 
The folly of the intractability-equals- 
innateness thesis is further illustrated by 
applying it consistently. For example, it’s 
applied to homosexuality and “gender 
dysphoria” (feeling you’re a member of 
one sex stuck in the body of the other), but 
what about “Body Integrity Identity Disor- 
der” (BIID), which involves persistent and 
seemingly irremediable feelings that a body 
part doesn’t belong on your body? Would 
it justify amputation? Actually, two BID 
“patients” found a Scottish doctor willing 
to do just that and had two healthy legs 
removed, a testimonial to what can hap- 
pen when we elevate feelings to ultimate- 
arbiter status. When beset by anomalous, 
self-destructive, or perverse impulses, the 
default assumption should be that the issue 
is a psychological problem, not a physical 
or genetically induced one. 

But this counsel is now viewed as here- 
sy because the “experts” have transitioned 
back to the nature side in the nature/nur- 
ture debate (at least when political cor- 
rectness allows it: They certainly won’t 
attribute different achievement among the 
races to genetics — yet). It was in fashion 
during the early 1900s as well, then in the 
form of the eugenics movement, until the 
association with Nazi horrors discredited 
it. We then saw nurture dogma’s ascen- 
dancy and heard pap such as, “The sexes 
will be the same if we raise them iden- 
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The gene theme: The claim that a behavior cannot be wrong if it has a genetic basis is 
philosophically unsound, in that it replaces morality with biological determinism. Also, other 
genetic flaws, such as Down syndrome, aren’t deemed normal. 


tically,” as these pendulum-and-pabulum 
practitioners swung from one extreme to 
the other and proved that G.K. Chesterton 
was right when he called common sense 
“that forgotten branch of psychology.” 
But of more concern right now is what is 
quickly becoming a forgotten branch of 
philosophy: morality. 

While the nature-oriented eugenics 
movement sought to eliminate what it 
deemed defects, our nature-oriented move- 
ment often holds that if something is natu- 
ral, it cannot be a defect. This is the “God 
doesn’t make mistakes” argument, the im- 
plication being that if something is inborn, 
it cannot be wrong. And the greatest danger 
here isn’t that this is used to justify homo- 
sexuality — or even that it could be used to 
justify pedophilia — but that it could liter- 
ally justify anything branded “innate.” 

First note that whether we believe our 
world is naturally flawed or demonically 
fallen, it’s plain we aren’t born perfect. 
Spina bifida, cleft palates, and Down syn- 
drome attest to this in the physical realm, 
and the only reason there hasn’t been a 
powerful movement to normalize such 
things is that people generally don’t find 
being deformed or mentally compromised 
a turn-on. But few things feel better than 
satisfying sexual desire, and you can’t eas- 
ily satisfy what is stigmatized — ergo the 
innateness-equals-legitimacy argument. 
Consider, however, that the same social 
scientists claiming that homosexuality, 
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and now pedophilia, is inborn, also tell us 
sociopaths are born and not made. Now, 
question: If in addition it’s determined that 
homicidal feelings are innate, would it be 
moral for a person of such nature to kill? 
The lesson here? 
Genetics doesn’t determine morality. 
Whether or not feelings are disordered 
— and whether their corresponding be- 
haviors are moral — has nothing at all 
to do with whether those feelings were 
bred not by despotic abuse but the dark 
workings of DNA. Saying otherwise is to 
discard morality and replace it with bio- 
logical determinism. And no idea is more 
destructive to civilization. No idea should 
be more quickly rejected by civilized men. 
Unfortunately, civilized men are in in- 
creasingly short supply, especially among 
the Left, which seems remarkably untrou- 
bled by pedophilia. How can I say this? 
Well, just observe leftists’ telling contra- 
dictions — and what they refuse to tell. If 
pedophilia were anything but a convenient 
hammer they use when reporting inces- 
santly on hated targets such as the Catho- 
lic Church, the New York Times and Los 
Angeles Times would not have run articles 
legitimizing it. The 61 biggest California 
newspapers would not have published 
nearly 2,000 articles on the church scan- 
dal during the first half of 2002 but, during 
the same period, only four on the public- 
school sex scandal, which a government- 
sponsored Hofstra University study found 


is 100 times the magnitude of the church 
scandal and is still ongoing. And the Left 
would hold pedophile Alfred Kinsey in 
contempt and reject his fraudulent work; 
instead, they generally defend him to this 
day. Hollywood even gave us the film Kin- 
sey (2004), which heroicized the deviant 
as a maverick pushing back the frontiers 
of a “repressed” society’s ignorance. 

Most significant, however, is the philo- 
sophical corruption. Whenever the Left 
seeks to justify homosexuality or anything 
else, it invariably peddles moral relativism, 
the notion that right and wrong are deter- 
mined by man and therefore change based 
on time and place. But what this really im- 
plies is that right and wrong, morality, don’t 
exist; only human preference does. Thus, 
when leftists say “You can’t judge this or 
that because everything is a matter of per- 
spective,” “this or that” truly fits because 
you can just fill in the blank. Relativism is 
a package deal with the Devil: Once accept- 
ing that moral boundaries are illusory, the 
sky — or, I should say, Hades — is the limit. 
All we are then left with is occultist Aleister 
Crowley’s formulation, “Do what thou wilt 
shall be the whole of the law.” 

So how will the Left further legitimize 
pedophilia? As the ancient Greeks proved, 
relativism isn’t even necessary. The idea 
that sexuality has a specific and limited 
conjugal context is a Judeo-Christian one. 
And post-Christian America is gradually 
accepting the notion that consensual sex, 
whatever the stripe, hurts no one. It’s just 
pleasure like eating ice cream, you see, ex- 
cept that sexual exploration is far more im- 
portant. And children have a right to it, to 
sexual self-determination, to not be placed 
in a stifling straitjacket woven of outdated 
Puritan morality. Why, Barack Obama 
himself has said that having sex education 
in kindergarten is the “right thing to do.” 

The past is a picture of futures man 
inevitably will paint again, and ancient 
Greece, and perhaps beyond, is where our 
cultural trajectory takes us. But there is 
good news — that is also bad news. Cul- 
tural trajectories can change via the explo- 
sion of civilizational realignment, and, to 
paraphrase economist Herbert Stein, “If 
something can’t go on, it won’t.” Until 
then, however, the planet of man will con- 
tinue hurtling away from morality and 
sanity at light speed, on its journey toward 
that black hole of civilizations past. 
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Levins Risky Proposal: 
A Constitutional Convention 


Mark Levin's new book, The Liberty Amendments, which 
calls for an Article V constitutional convention, ignores the 


very real risks of harmful changes to the Constitution. 


by Larry Greenley 


The Liberty Amendments: Restoring the 
American Republic, by Mark R. Levin, 
New York, N.Y.: Threshold Editions, 
2013, 272 pages, hardcover. 


hen talk-show host Mark Levin’s 
latest book, The Liberty Amend- 
ments, was released to the public 


in mid-August, its rapidly spreading impact 
among the despairing conservative throngs 
resembled the effect of dropping a lighted 
match on great quantities of dry tinder. 
The rapidly developing impact was greatly 
enhanced by the endorsement of Levin’s 
proposal for an Article V constitutional 
convention by three of the most popular 
conservative talk-show hosts, Rush Lim- 
baugh, Sean Hannity, and Levin himself. 

It is very apparent that this national phe- 
nomenon is due to the book’s provision of 
a program of action that promises to rein 
in the federal government. In a nutshell, 
Levin’s solution to our out-of-control fed- 
eral government involves: (1) getting an 
Article V convention for proposing amend- 
ments (popularly known as a “constitution- 
al convention’) convened, as discussed in 
chapter one; and (2) getting some amend- 
ments proposed (and sent to the states 
for ratification) at such a convention to 
address the problem of an out-of-control 
federal government, such as his 11 amend- 
ment proposals as discussed in chapters 
two through 11. Since we disagree with 
his proposal for an Article V convention, 
we won’t be spending much time on the 11 
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amendments; however, we definitely agree 
with him that repealing the 17th Amend- 
ment would be a good idea. 

During a whirlwind review in chapter 
one of the seemingly endless ways in which 
the federal government is departing from 
the Constitution, Levin accurately observes: 


Having delegated broad lawmaking 
power to executive branch depart- 
ments and agencies of its own cre- 
ation, contravening the separation- 
of-powers doctrine, Congress now 
watches as the president inflates the 
congressional delegations [of power 
to the executive branch] even further 
and proclaims repeatedly the authori- 
ty to rule by executive fiat in defiance 
of, or over the top of, the same Con- 
gress that sanctioned a domineering 
executive branch in the first place. 


A Constitutional Convention? 

A few pages later, Levin reveals that his 
solution to this problem of an out-of-con- 
trol federal government is to amend the 
Constitution by utilizing the provision in 
Article V for convening “a Convention for 
proposing Amendments” based on the di- 
rect application to Congress of two-thirds 
of the state legislatures. 

At this point he takes a little preemp- 
tive shot across the bow of the numerous 
constitutionalists who have been opposing 
such a convention over the past 30 years 
by quoting Article V with its two meth- 
ods for amending the Constitution (via 
Congress or via a convention called by 
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the state legislatures), then stating: “Im- 
portantly in neither case does the Article 
V amendment process provide for a con- 
stitutional convention.” 

This type of comment has become a stan- 
dard semantic weapon in the arsenal of the 
pro Article V convention forces. However, 
both conservatives and liberals have rou- 
tinely referred to an Article V “Convention 
for proposing Amendments” as a “‘consti- 
tutional convention” for well over 30 years, 
and likely much longer. And they haven’t 
done this because they mistakenly believe 
that the words “constitutional convention” 
are to be found in Article V. 

For example when the Senate Subcom- 
mittee on the Constitution of the Com- 


27 


Ve (We yeox 


EXTENDED BOOK REVIEW 


mittee on the Judiciary held a hearing on 
November 29, 1979, regarding the role of 
Congress in calling an Article V conven- 
tion, the official name of the hearing as 
published by the Government Printing Of- 
fice in a 1,372-page document was “Con- 
stitutional Convention Procedures.” This 
hearing was held because the number of 
states petitioning Congress to hold an Ar- 
ticle V convention to propose a balanced 
budget amendment was rapidly approach- 
ing the necessary 34 states. 

The reason Levin and other pro-conven- 
tion forces want to deny the validity of the 
phrase “constitutional convention” in this 
context is that one of the most persuasive 
arguments against holding such a conven- 
tion is based on the contention that such 
a convention could become a “runaway” 
convention based either on the inherent 
nature of “constitutional conventions” or 
on what transpired at our original “Con- 
stitutional Convention” in 1787. 

Since respect for our Constitution has 
been so widespread, state legislators have 
been very reluctant to approve calls for a 
constitutional convention that could lead 
to harmful changes in the Constitution. 

Levin correctly observes in chapter nine: 


It is undeniable that the states created 
the federal government and enumer- 
ated its powers among the three sepa- 
rate branches; the states reserved for 
themselves all governing powers not 
granted to the federal government; 
and the Constitution they established 
enshrined both. 


This observation leads to the topic of 
“extra-constitutional” powers of states 
regarding the federal government, as im- 
plied by the compact theory of the union 
so aptly summarized by Levin in the 
above quote. Although Article V of the 
Constitution provides for a constitution- 
al convention to be called by the states, 
the people of the states already have the 
extra-constitutional right to convene a 
constitutional convention by virtue of the 
Declaration of Independence. 

Take a careful look at this passage in 
the early portion of the Declaration of 
Independence: 


28 


} 


Newscom 


- . | 

Mark Levin, popular conservative radio talk-show host and author of the best-selling book The 
Liberty Amendments, works in his office in Leesburg, Virginia. Levin was formerly skeptical of 
an Article V constitutional convention, but now believes the requirement for ratification by three- 
fourths of the states is a “serious check” against a runaway convention. 


We hold these truths to be self-evi- 
dent, that all men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Cre- 
ator with certain unalienable Rights, 
that among these are Life, Liberty 
and the pursuit of Happiness. — That 
to secure these rights, Governments 
are instituted among Men, deriving 
their just powers from the consent 
of the governed, — That whenever 
any Form of Government becomes 
destructive of these ends, it is the 
Right of the People to alter or to abol- 
ish it, and to institute new Govern- 
ment, laying its foundation on such 
principles and organizing its powers 
in such form, as to them shall seem 
most likely to effect their Safety and 
Happiness. 


in Article V can be seen as the Founders’ 
way of incorporating into the Constitution 
the Declaration’s “right of the people to 
alter or to abolish” our government when- 
ever it fails to secure our rights. 

This right is referred to as the theory of 
popular sovereignty. Moreover, this theory 
wasn’t just specific to Jefferson’s think- 
ing. It was a consensus notion among the 
Founding Fathers. Consider for example 
what Edmund Pendleton, president of the 
Virginia ratifying convention, said to the 
delegates on June 5, 1788: 


We, the people, possessing all power, 
form a government, such as we think 
will secure happiness: and suppose, in 
adopting this plan, we should be mis- 
taken in the end; where is the cause 
of alarm on that quarter? In the same 


You can break this passage down into 
three parts: (1) Our rights come from 
God; (2) governments, such as our pres- 
ent federal government as defined by the 
Constitution, are instituted to secure our 
rights; and (3) whenever any form of gov- 
ernment fails to secure our rights, it is the 
right of the people to alter or abolish it, 
and to institute new government. 
Therefore the state convention method 
of amending the Constitution as provided 


plan we point out an easy and quiet 
method of reforming what may be 
found amiss. No, but, say gentlemen, 
we have put the introduction of that 
method in the hands of our servants, 
who will interrupt it from motives of 
self-interest. What then?... Who shall 
dare to resist the people? No, we will 
assemble in Convention; wholly re- 
call our delegated powers, or reform 
them so as to prevent such abuse; and 
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punish those servants who have per- 
verted powers, designed for our hap- 
piness, to their own emolument. 


Although there are some ambiguities in 
this passage, Pendleton appears to be as- 
suring the delegates that if the Constitu- 
tion turned out not to secure happiness for 
Americans, then it could be reformed by 
the “easy and quiet” methods of Article V. 
However, if the Article V process were to 
be subverted by “our servants,” the state 
and federal legislators, then We the People 
(the sovereign people) would assemble in 
convention, wholly recall and reform the 
delegated powers of the Constitution, and 
punish the offending servants. 


Runaway Convention 
Now back to Levin’s line of reasoning. On 
page 15 Levin states: 


I was originally skeptical of amend- 
ing the Constitution by the state con- 
vention process. I fretted it could turn 
into a runaway convention process... 
However, today I am a confident and 
enthusiastic advocate for the process. 
The text of Article V makes clear 
that there is a serious check in place. 
Whether the product of Congress or 
a convention, a proposed amendment 
has no effect at all unless “ratified by 
the legislatures of three fourths of the 
several States or by Conventions in 
three fourths thereof...’ This should 
extinguish anxiety that the state 
convention process could hijack the 
Constitution. 


In this quote Levin admits that he shares 
the concerns of others that an Article V 
convention could turn into a “runaway 


The Declaration of Independence provides 
for the “Right of the People to alter or to 
abolish” any government that fails to secure 
our God-given rights. Similarly, Article V of 
the Constitution provides that Congress, on 
the application of two-thirds of the states, 
shall call “a Convention for proposing 
Amendments.” Although we have an inherent 
right to call such a constitutional convention, 
it is also inherently very risky to convene the 
sovereign people for such a purpose. 
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convention,” but asserts that 
he has overcome those con- 
cerns with his belief that “Ar- 
ticle V makes clear that there 
is a serious check in place,” 
namely the requirement of 
ratification of amendments 
by three-fourths of the states. 
There are several reasons 
why Levin should not be so 


Consider the 16th Amendment (income 
tax), the 17th Amendment (direct election 
of senators), and the 18th Amendment 


(prohibition). All three were ratified by at 
least three-fourths of the states, but most 
constitutionalists would likely agree that 


assured that this is a “serious 
check” in place to stop a run- 
away convention. 

First, the ratification by three-fourths of 
the states requirement of Article V already 
has failed to prevent undesirable amend- 
ments from being ratified. Consider the 
16th Amendment (income tax), the 17th 
Amendment (direct election of senators), 
and the 18th Amendment (prohibition). 
All three were ratified by at least three- 
fourths of the states, but most constitu- 
tionalists would likely agree that all three 
were bad amendments and should not have 
been ratified. In particular, many constitu- 
tionalists think that changing the method 
of choosing U.S. senators from appoint- 
ment by state legislatures to direct election 
by the voters in each state as provided by 
the 17th Amendment has been extremely 
damaging to our constitutional republic. 

Second, it is hard to predict just how 
much pressure could be brought to bear on 
the American public and state legislators 


all three were bad amendments. 


or state convention delegates to get some 
future undesirable amendment or amend- 
ments ratified by the three-fourths rule. 
Third, it is quite possible that an Article 
V constitutional convention would specify 
some new method of ratification for its 
proposed amendments. After all, our origi- 
nal Constitutional Convention in 1787, an 
important precedent for any future consti- 
tutional convention, changed the ratifica- 
tion procedure for the new Constitution 
from the unanimous approval of all /3 
state legislatures required by the Articles 
of Confederation to the approval by nine 
state conventions in Article VII of the new 
Constitution. Furthermore, as discussed 
above, the extra-constitutional “right of 
the people to alter or to abolish” our gov- 
ernment whenever it fails to secure our 
rights, as proclaimed by the Declaration of 
Independence, would certainly encompass 
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If this proposed amendment were added 
to the Constitution, then a three-fifths 
(60-percent) vote by the state legislatures 
would veto a law passed by Congress 
without reference to its constitutionality. 


altering the method of ratification for any 
new amendments that might result from an 
Article V constitutional convention. 

But not to worry, Levin has another 
method for assuaging our concerns about a 
runaway convention. On page 16 he quotes 
from Robert G. Natelson, a former profes- 
sor of law at the University of Montana: 


[An Article V] convention for pro- 
posing amendments is a federal con- 
vention; it is a creature of the states 
or, more specifically, of the state leg- 
islatures. And it is a limited-purpose 
convention. It is not designed to set 
up an entirely new constitution or a 
new form of government. 


Levin is using this quote from Natelson 
to assure us that an Article V conven- 
tion would be a very limited convention. 
We’re led to think that such a convention 
wouldn’t hurt a flea — that there’s nothing 
to worry about from such a meeting. 

On the other hand, on page | Levin has 
created a powerful specter of the oppres- 
sion we live under: 


The Statists have been successful in 
their century-long march to disfigure 
and mangle the constitutional order 
and undo the social compact.... Their 
handiwork is omnipresent, for all to 
see — a centralized and consolidated 
government with a ubiquitous net- 


This is Professor Lawrence Lessig, co- 
host of the Harvard Conference on the 
Constitutional Convention (http://www. 
conconcon.org) and a self-professed, 
left-wing populist, who is encouraging a 
Left-Right coalition to call for an Article V 
constitutional convention. Does he know 
something that Mark Levin doesn’t know? 
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work of laws and rules ac- 
tively suppressing individ- 
ual initiative, self-interest, 
and success in the name 
of the greater good and on 
behalf of the larger com- 
munity. Nearly all will be 
emasculated by it, includ- 
ing the inattentive, ambiv- 
alent, and disbelieving. 


And, how does Levin propose to deliver 
us from our bondage under this powerful, 
totalitarian system of government? His an- 
swer is on page 18: 


We, the people, through our state leg- 
islatures — and the state legislatures, 
acting collectively [through the state 
convention process] — have enormous 
power to constrain the federal govern- 
ment, reestablish self-government, and 
secure individual sovereignty. 


So, Levin is telling us that we “have enor- 
mous power to constrain the federal gov- 
ernment, re-establish self-government, and 
secure individual sovereignty” by resorting 
to (surprise) the “limited-purpose” state 
convention process, a process that wouldn’t 
hurt a flea! Obviously Levin believes that 


Screen grab from the 
Conference on the 
Constitutional Convention, 
Harvard Law School 


Article V conventions do have enormous 
power, but on the other hand also knows 
that he must minimize the power of such 
conventions in order to convince skeptical 
grassroots Americans to support his consti- 
tutional convention proposal. 

In other words, constitutionalists can 
agree that Levin is accurately describing 
our problems with the federal government; 
however, many constitutionalists will also 
agree that Levin is encouraging Americans 
to play with fire by promoting a constitu- 
tional convention. Just because the Consti- 
tution authorizes Article V conventions to 
amend the Constitution doesn’t mean that 
it would be wise at this time in our nation’s 
history to call one. 

While pro-Article V convention enthu- 
siasts tell us that this is a great time for 
an Article V convention because the Re- 
publican Party controls 26 of the 50 state 
legislatures (the Democrats control 18, 
five are split, and one is non-partisan), 
and therefore could surely block the rati- 
fication of any harmful amendments pro- 
posed by an Article V convention, they 
are omitting from this analysis that very 
many of the Republican state legislators 
are not constitutionalists, and could end up 
in alliance with Democrats to ratify some 
harmful amendments. Not to mention the 
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The signing of the U.S. Constitution at the Constitutional Convention of 1787 was depicted in this 1856 painting by Junius Brutus Stearns. 
Constitutionalists can agree that Levin is accurately describing our problems with the federal government; however, many constitutionalists will 
also agree that Levin is encouraging Americans to play with fire by promoting a constitutional convention. 


likelihood that constitutionalists would be 
in the minority at the convention for pro- 
posing amendments itself. 


Populism 

Now, let’s move on to another area of con- 
cern. Levin is proposing an Article V con- 
stitutional convention, or as he prefers to 
call it, “a convention for proposing amend- 
ments” or “the state convention process,” 
as a means to an end. What is his goal? As 
his book’s subtitle proclaims, his goal is 
“restoring the American Republic.” Then, 
on page 6 Levin states: “It is time to return 
to self-government, where the people are 
sovereign and not subjects and can reclaim 
some control over their future rather than 
accept as inevitable a dismal fate.” (Em- 
phasis added.) 

This is a sentence that is easily taken 
lightly during a first reading of the book, 
but that assumes a much greater signifi- 
cance when taken in the context of the 11 
amendments Levin proposes in chapters 
two through 11. This sentence expresses 
a populist solution to our problem of an 
out-of-control federal government, which 
helps explain the rapid acceptance of 
Levin’s proposals. Levin is offering long- 
suffering conservatives an action plan for 
grabbing the levers of power over the fed- 
eral government away from the overbear- 
ing elected and appointed officials of the 
executive, legislative, and judicial branch- 
es. ’'m using “populist” here to refer to 
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a political program to base public policy 
on the desires of the “sovereign people” 
of the nation, as in a democracy, rather 
than on constitutional provisions, as in a 
republic. 

For example, his “Amendment to Grant 
the States Authority to Directly Amend the 
Constitution” in Chapter 9 would provide 
for the states, acting entirely without refer- 
ence to Congress, to adopt amendments to 
the Constitution by a two-thirds vote of the 
state legislatures. This amendment would 
lower the bar for getting new amendments 
ratified from the “three-fourths vote of the 
states” requirement of Article V to just a 
“two-thirds vote of the state legislatures.” 
While this difference might seem small, it 
would still be a move in the direction of de- 
mocracy and away from a republic, since it 
is a step in the direction of making it easier 
for the “sovereign people” to change our 
Constitution as expressed in this case by a 
vote of the state legislatures. Such steps are 
supported by many present-day populists 
who are also promoting Article V constitu- 
tional conventions as steppingstones to the 
participatory democracy they are working 
toward. We’ll return to this topic later. 

Next, let’s consider Levin’s proposed 
“Amendment to Grant the States Authority 
to Check Congress” in Chapter 10. The key 
provision is “Section 3: Upon three-fifths 
vote of the state legislatures, the States 
may override a federal statute.” If this 
proposed amendment were added to the 


Constitution, then a three-fifths (60-per- 
cent) vote by the state legislatures would 
veto a law passed by Congress without 
reference to its constitutionality, another 
step toward rule by the “sovereign people” 
(democracy) and away from rule in accor- 
dance with the Constitution (republic). Of 
course, the progressive populists among us 
would prefer to overturn federal laws by a 
majority vote of the entire U.S. population 
without reference to constitutionality, but 
Levin’s proposed amendment would be a 
step in the populist direction. 

Rounding out this discussion of how 
Levin’s amendments would empower 
the state legislatures to grab the levers of 
power over the federal government away 
from the elected and appointed officials of 
its three branches, in the amendment just 
discussed Levin includes a provision for 
state legislatures to override certain execu- 
tive branch regulations, and in his “Amend- 
ment to Establish Term Limits for Supreme 
Court Justices and Super-Majority Legis- 
lative Override,” he provides for states to 
override a majority opinion rendered by 
the Supreme Court, again (in both cases) 
without reference to constitutionality. 

Related to this discussion of Levin’s 
populist tendencies is the strikingly small 
number of mentions of the enumerated 
powers of the Constitution or the 10th 
Amendment in this book. However, this 
makes sense when you realize that the 10th 
Amendment and the enumerated powers 
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One of the constitutionalist strategies for reining in our out-of- control federal government 
is state nullification of unconstitutional federal laws based on the enumerated powers of the 
Constitution and the 10th Amendment. The solution is to educate the electorate and enforce the 
Constitution, not to change or ignore it. 


are closely related. Simply stated, the 10th 
Amendment reserves to the states “the 
powers not delegated to the United States 
by the Constitution.” However, Levin’s 
amendments empowering the states to 
override the laws, regulations, and legal 
decisions of the various branches of the 
federal government make no reference to 
the powers delegated by the Constitution, 
a dramatic downgrading of the enumer- 
ated powers and the 10th Amendment. 
Instead of upholding the Constitution 
originally ratified by the states in 1788, 
Levin is creating a mechanism for state 
intervention in the workings of the federal 
government that vetoes federal laws, regu- 
lations, and legal decisions based on the 
momentary preferences of the sovereign 
people as expressed in votes of the state 
legislatures without reference to the Con- 
stitution. For example, imagine a situation 
where constitutionalists were successful in 
creating sufficient grassroots pressure to 
get Congress to pass and the president to 
sign a law to delete the “indefinite deten- 
tion” provisions from one of the recent Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Acts based on 
the unconstitutionality of those provisions. 
Then imagine that Levin’s “Amendment to 
Grant the States Authority to Check Con- 
gress” was in effect, and that 30 state leg- 
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islatures, influenced by a sudden outpour- 
ing of support for the indefinite detention 
provisions (as whipped up by the media) 
among the populations of their states, voted 
to veto that law. This would be a case where 
a federal law, based solidly on the Consti- 
tution, could be vetoed by 30 state legis- 
latures, based on the presumed will of the 
sovereign people. 

In contrast to Levin’s proposals, a bet- 
ter policy would be for the states, as the 
original agents who agreed to the compact 
between the states as spelled out in the 
Constitution, to enforce (through state nul- 
lification of unconstitutional federal laws, 
for example), not revise, the Constitution. 

While we’re considering the populist 
aspects of Levin’s proposal for a consti- 
tutional convention, this is a good time to 
take a brief look at the populist lovefest, 
better known as the Harvard Conference 
on the Constitutional Convention, held at 
Harvard on September 24-25, 2011, and 
cosponsored by the Harvard Law School 
and (surprisingly) the Tea Party Patriots. 
Of course, Levin’s Liberty Amendments 
hadn’t been published yet, so the people at 
Harvard and the Tea Party Patriots didn’t 
realize that they were using a forbidden 
phrase, “constitutional convention,” to 
refer to an Article V convention. 


It’s very enlightening to watch videos of 
the various panels at the Harvard confer- 
ence. The Harvard host, Professor Law- 
rence Lessig, and the moderator of the 
Closing Panel, Richard Parker, wore their 
populism on their sleeves. Lessig is a left- 
wing populist and Parker is a plain-old 
populist (who happens to trace his politi- 
cal lineage back to the 1960s organization, 
Students for a Democratic Society). They 
want America to become more and more a 
democracy with more and more things de- 
cided by popular vote. And, they think that 
holding Article V constitutional conven- 
tions will help get them where they want 
to go. Do they know something that Mark 
Levin doesn’t know? Watching the online 
videos of this Harvard conference is a good 
way to learn why holding a constitutional 
convention would open Pandora’s box. 


The Constitutionalist Strategy 

Now, let’s consider the contrasting view- 
point on restoring the American republic. 
The traditional constitutionalist position, 
as exemplified by The John Birch Society 
for over 50 years, is to work to restore our 
Republic by educating the electorate suf- 
ficiently to get a constitutionalist majority 
elected on the local, state, and national lev- 
els. The goal is to bring about adherence by 
public officials to the Constitution as origi- 
nally intended by the Founding Fathers. 

One of the constitutionalist strategies 
for reining in our out-of-control federal 
government is state nullification of uncon- 
stitutional federal laws based on the enu- 
merated powers of the Constitution and 
the 10th Amendment. When approved by a 
fair number of state legislatures, nullifica- 
tion laws protect the citizens of those states 
from unconstitutional federal laws and reg- 
ulations, and whether approved or not, state 
nullification initiatives educate the elector- 
ate about the importance of upholding the 
Constitution as originally intended. 

Our problem of an out-of-control fed- 
eral government is due to ignorance about 
the Constitution among the electorate. The 
solution is to educate the electorate and 
enforce the Constitution, not to change or 
ignore it. As Robert Welch, founder of The 
John Birch Society, was fond of saying: 
“There is no easy way.” Hf 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ OCTOBER 7, 2013 


Fired Up 


A number of people in Kennewick, Wash- 
ington, helped saved the life of an elderly 
man when his home became engulfed by 
fire. 

They spotted the flames early on Au- 
gust 13 and called 911. One neighbor 
grabbed a garden hose and began to spray 
the flames, which made it easier for fire- 
fighters to enter and remove the man from 
his home. The local fire department assert- 
ed that without the help of the neighbors, 
the man would have died. 


Store Employees 


Save Customer 


When Goodwill employees Sharon Kent 
and Terri Rorrer noticed customer Pamela 
Tickle looking ill in their store in Eden, 
North Carolina, earlier this year, they did 
not simply ignore her. Nor did they merely 
ask her if she was alright and go about their 
business when she answered in the affirma- 
tive. They took action and went to her aid 
far beyond what most would expect. 

“T just noticed her, and saw her stagger- 
ing. And I knew something wasn’t right 
with her then,” recalled Sharon Kent. 

Kent and Rorrer observed that Tickle 
appeared weak and offered her a chair, 
fearing that she may faint. 

Tickle responded to the two women that 
she was fine and left the store to go home. 
She made it as far as her car when Kent 
and Rorrer stopped her. “We told her the 
only way we would let her leave was to 
let us drive her home so Sharon drove her 
home and I followed her,” Rorrer explains. 

And it was a very good thing they did. 
According to Kent, Tickle blacked out 
several times during the drive back to her 
home, and even told Kent that her vision 
was blurred and that she could see nothing 
but whiteness. 

WFMY News 2 reported, “By the time 
they got to Tickle’s home, she was much 
worse. They called the paramedics and 
waited with Tickle until they arrived.” 

As it turned out, the women’s instincts 
were completely correct. Tickle had suf- 
fered a mini-stroke and was admitted to 
the hospital. 
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Kent and Rorrer’s good deed did not end 
with them waiting with her for the para- 
medics to arrive. They attempted to reach 
her the next day, and when they could not, 
they tracked her down at the hospital. Both 
women continued to check in on Tickle on 
a regular basis. 

According to all three women, they’ve 
developed a new friendship. 


Man Saves Officer 


A homeless man, 35-year-old Ryan Raso, 
in San Francisco was honored for inter- 
vening in a potentially deadly assault 
against a police officer, thereby saving the 
officer’s life. 

KGO-TV reported that the female of- 
ficer was trying to arrest a woman who 
had been spotted jumping up and down on 
cars. During the pursuit, the suspect turned 
around and attacked the officer. 

KGO-TV wrote, “The officer tried to 
calm the woman, who was much bigger 
than she is. Investigators say she became 
agitated and aggressive when the officer 
tried to arrest her.” 

Raso witnessed the officer being se- 
verely beaten. Despite the officer’s cries 
for help before a small crowd on onlook- 
ers, Raso was the only one to intercede. 
He was motivated to act when he saw the 
suspect reach for the officer’s gun. Raso 
approached the scene and pulled the sus- 
pect off the officer. 

“The person had the officer kind of in a 
choke hold ... had the officer against the 
wall, kind of banging, beating her head 
into the wall,” Raso recalled. 

When asked what compelled him to 
step in, Raso responded, “A law enforce- 
ment officer is saying, ‘help me, help me’ 
when there’s no one else around doing 
anything.” 

Raso disappeared from the scene short- 
ly after the incident before police could 
thank him for his intervention and assist 
him by getting him into a shelter, but po- 
lice spent four days tracking him down 
and were successful in finding him. “We 
wanted to reach out to him and let him 
know he has friends,” explained Sgt. Eli 
Turner. 

Cops at the station also chipped in to 
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buy Raso a new set of headphones, since 
his broke when he restrained the attacker. 

Raso told officers that his father was a 
former New York City cop. 


Community 
Responds to Tragedy 


A deadly fire in Elmira, New York, dev- 
astated a family after claiming the lives 
of four children in September. Neighbors 
had tried desperately to rescue the children 
before firefighters arrived on the scene but 
were unsuccessful. 

The victims were siblings Courtney 
Stanton, 17; Amera Mansour, 10; N.J. 
Mansour, 7; and Jordan Mansour, 5. 

Neighbor Glen Bolt, 72, was one of 
the first to reach the home and attempt 
to get inside to rescue the children. “I 
ran across the street, and me and the 
neighbor there busted the windows out, 
hoping the kids would come through 
that window,” Bolt told the Star Gazette. 
“But by that time the smoke had already 
got them.” 

Following the horrific tragedy, the 
community rallied together to help the 
family by raising money for the funeral 
services. 

A local store, It’s a Girl Thing, accepted 
donations from generous donors. 

The local Buffalo Wild Wings, under 
Service Manager Carolyn Cleary, hosted 
a special week-long fundraising event 
that began on September 16. The event 
featured bands, and the store donated 20 
percent of the checks during their perfor- 
mances. The week of events ended with a 
car show to wrap it up. “I got involved just 
because it’s heartbreaking. It’s something 
we wanted to help [with], me and another 
staff member decided we do this all the 
time for organizations in the community. 
Why can’t we do it for a family that is in 
need,” said Cleary. 

Firefighters responding to the scene 
were in need of emotional support fol- 
lowing the deadly fire. Deacons from the 
Catholic community and county mental 
health officials made themselves available 
for those responders. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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NSA Spying: It Didnt Start With 9/11 


The NSA, an enormous agency created to collect and analyze intelligence on foreign 
threats, failed to stop 9/11 and now spies on Americans. Has it outlived its usefulness? 


Super secret NSA headquarters are sheltered at the Army’s Fort Meade in Maryland, where more 
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than 68,000 government officials work in a city — and a universe — of their own. 


by Jack Kenny 


( 3 itizens of the “land of the free and 
the home of the brave,” during 
the self-advertised “most trans- 

parent administration in American histo- 

ry,” have learned from a lawbreaker now 
in exile of the activities of a secret gov- 

ernment agency, operating out of a U.S. 

Army base in Maryland, that collects and 

stores billions of phone call records and 

e-mail messages each and every day. The 
lawbreaker, a fugitive from justice named 

Edward Snowden, is living in temporary 

asylum in Russia, home of America’s er- 

satz Cold War enemy, the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics. The U.S. agency and 

the program conducted at Fort Meade, 

Maryland, is arguably a Cold War relic 

that leaves open the question: In the war 
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between freedom and totalitarianism, 
which side is Washington really on? 

For millions of Americans, including 
many in the news and “in the know,” the 
Snowden revelations and document drop 
to The Guardian and the Washington Post 
were their first brush with knowledge 
about the activities or even the existence 
of the super-secret National Security 
Agency, one of 16 intelligence agencies 
of the U.S. government. For those with an 
interest in such matters, however, it was 
less of a surprise. In 2010, the Washing- 
ton Post alerted readers to the phenom- 
enal growth of the surveillance state in 
America with a series of articles by leftist 
reporters Dana Priest and William Arkin, 
called Top Secret America. The series was 
published later that year as a book bearing 
the same title. The revelations by Priest 


and Arkin dealt entirely with the growth 
of the security or surveillance state since 
the terrorist attacks of September 11, 
2001, the latter-day Pearl Harbor that 
shocked the nation into an awareness of 
the need for enhanced security. Wheth- 
er all of the security measures adopted 
since that time, including the vast new 
bureaucracy known as the Department of 
Homeland Security, have made the nation 
and its citizens any safer is a topic of on- 
going debate. But most narratives about 
it begin with the oft-stated premise that 
“everything changed on 9/11.” 


Snoops Before 9/11 
The change, however dramatic, was of 
degree, not of nature. The security state 
growing in America has been ongoing 
since World War II and even before. The 
iconic FBI director J. Edgar Hoover, 
revered by both political parties but es- 
pecially by the Republicans, began his 
career with the Department of Justice be- 
fore the FBI was even created and was 
compiling dossiers on suspected subver- 
sives even while Woodrow Wilson was 
in the White House in the waning days 
of World War I. Hoover became direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Investigation in the 
1920s and in the ’30s, when the name 
“Federal” was added. Hoover was con- 
ducting illegal wiretaps and “black bag” 
operations (break-ins to plant listening 
devices) to keep President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt informed and advised on the 
activities of members of the America 
First Committee and other political op- 
ponents of Roosevelt, his New Deal, and 
Lend-Lease, the “AAA foreign policy” 
described by Sen. Burton K. Wheeler 
(D-Mont.) as a project that would “plow 
under every fourth American boy,” a barb 
that brought Roosevelt to new levels of 
fury. 

When secret White House tapes threat- 
ened to (and eventually did) bring down 
the Nixon administration in the Watergate 
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scandal, author/journalist Victor Lasky 
published Jt Didn’t Start With Watergate, 
a 1973 book highlighting the secret snoop- 
ing activities of Roosevelt’s and succeed- 
ing administrations. 

Similarly, the rogue activities of the 
NSA did not begin with 9/11. Nor was that 
agency alone among Washington’s clan- 
destine agencies in penetrating the private 
communications and semi-public activi- 
ties of the American people. The FBI’s 
COINTELPRO (for counter intelligence 
program) operations came to light in the 
mid-1970s when a Senate committee 
chaired by Idaho Democrat Frank Church 
began looking into allegations of extra-le- 
gal activities by both the FBI and CIA. The 
FBI had been infiltrating and conducting 
surveillance activities on pro-communist 
antiwar and other organizations for years 
by that time, while the CIA, forbidden by 
law from investigating domestic political 
activities, had strayed so far from its ap- 
pointed role of intelligence gathering that 
its covert activities included assassination 
attempts on heads of state, most notably 
Cuban ruler Fidel Castro. The targeting 
of Castro occurred during the Kennedy 
administration when Vice President Lyn- 
don Johnson, who was not “in the loop,” 
stumbled upon the project and reportedly 
exclaimed that the CIA was running “a 
g**d***ed Murder, Incorporated!” 

Certainly, the moral and ethical dis- 
tinctions between the activities of our 
democratically elected government and 
those of organized crime were shrinking 
to a point that even Lyndon Johnson, no 
peace-loving disciple of Saint Francis of 
Assisi, found shocking. On the matter of 
surveillance, both President John and At- 


J. Edgar Hoover (right) and Richard M. Nixon 
both had a fondness for secret taping. Only 
one of them was caught at it. 
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torney General Robert Ken- 
nedy approved FBI wiretaps 
on civil rights leader Martin 
Luther King, Jr. among oth- 
ers. King’s successor and fel- 
low preacher in the Southern 
Christian Leadership Con- 
ference, Ralph Abernathy, 
was said to have preached a 
sermon to J. Edgar Hoover 
through a bug found planted 
in his pulpit. When the FBI 
director died, Abernathy observed his 
passing should remind all that “almighty 
God conducts the ultimate surveillance.” 


Since the Church Committee 
The result of the Church Committee hear- 
ings was an effort by Congress to rein in 
the antidemocratic activities of govern- 
ment agencies, even when matters of na- 
tional security were allegedly at stake. The 
legendary Hoover had died by then, and 
the Justice Department was expected to 
reassert its statutory authority over what 
could fairly be called a “rogue agency.” 
The Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act established the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court, where government of- 
ficials are required to go to gain warrants 
for wiretaps and surveillance of alleged 
foreign activities within the United States. 
The FISA “court,” of course, hears only 
the government’s argument for placing 
private citizens under surveillance in con- 
nection with an investigation of an alleged 
foreign operation. The court rarely denies 
or even modifies a request for authoriza- 
tion of surveillance activity. 

Somehow the National Security Agen- 


cy escaped attention during all that effort 
at reform. From its beginning the agency 
has operated without congressional over- 
sight and with hardly any congressional 
knowledge. While Congress, at least tan- 
gentially, created the Bureau of Investiga- 
tion and authorized the reorganization of 
the World War II OSS into the Cold War’s 
CIA, the NSA was created entirely by 
directive of President Harry S. Truman. 
According to James Bamford, whose 
462-page history The Puzzle Palace was 
published in 1982, Truman issued his ex- 
ecutive order in October of 1952, effec- 
tive on a certain date in November. The 
November 4, 1952 date was not chosen 
at random. It was reasonably anticipated 
that the attention of the nation would be 
occupied by another event that day — the 
quadrennial election of a president of the 
United States. 

The agency created in secrecy likewise 
thrived in the shadows of a government 
that would continue the New Deal tradi- 
tion in production of “alphabet soup” 
agencies during the Eisenhower (Health 
Education and Welfare, aka HEW) and 
Kennedy (Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment or HUD) administrations. Particular- 
ly during the 1960s, the nation’s problems 
appeared to have little to do with secret 
agencies, given the level of national and 
international chaos that was played out in 
each day’s general circulation print and 
telecast news. As debate raged over the 
Vietnam War and cities went up in flames 
during race riots, the National Security 
Agency was not even a blip on the public’s 
radar screen. Yet its growth and influence 
were enormous. According to Bamford, 
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The Church Committee, in 1975, discovered illegal activities being carried out by the FBI and CIA. 
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Here Sen. Frank Church (D-Idaho) is seen in conversation with then-ClA Director John McCone. 


the CIA’s Operations Division reached a 
personnel peak of eight thousand during 
the Vietnam War and had been shrunk to 
four thousand by 1978. The NSA, mean- 
while, “controlled 68,203 people” in 1978, 
“more than all the employees of the rest of 
the intelligence community put together,” 
Bamford wrote. 

Indeed, behind the menacing barbed 
wire surrounding the NSA headquarters at 
Fort Meade, the NSA has a city of its own, 
which, if incorporated as such, would be 
one of the largest municipalities in the 
state of Maryland. It includes, Bamford 
wrote in his 2008 book, The Shadow Fac- 
tory, 32 miles of roads to accommodate 
more than 37,000 cars and a post office 
distributing more than 70,000 pieces of 
mail each day. More than 700 uniformed 
officers make up the NSA’s internal po- 
lice force, which has its own formidable 
SWAT team. The NSA’s fire department 
responded to 168 alarms and 44 automo- 
bile accidents in one recent year. 


They Really Don't Want to Know 

Yet few, even among members of the 
intelligence committees in Congress, 
have been aware of the agency’s size, 
scope, and influence. “Even a congres- 
sional committee was forced to issue a 
subpoena in order to obtain a copy of the 
directive that implemented [Truman’s] 
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memorandum,” Bamford wrote. Nor, ap- 
parently, did members of Congress want 
to know. For years the standing joke in 
Washington was that NSA stood for “No 
Such Agency” or “Never Say Anything.” 
Indeed, Congress even made a statutory 
declaration that if such an agency existed, 
no one was required to divulge its exis- 
tence or its activities. In 1959, Congress 
passed Public Law 86-36, stating in part: 
“Nothing in this Act or any other law ... 
shall be construed to require the disclo- 
sure of the organization or any function 
of the National Security Agency, or any 
information with respect to the activities 
thereof, or the names, titles, salaries, or 
number of persons employed by such 
agency.” 

“Never Say Anything,” indeed. The 
congressional head-in-the-sand posture 
would later bring to mind the comic fig- 
ure Sergeant Shultz in the TV sitcom 
Hogan’s Heroes. “I know nothing! I see 
nothing!” 

While 9/11 was not the origin of the 
NSA, it did provide a rationale for in- 
creased surveillance by it and other gov- 
ernment agencies. By the time Priest and 
Arkin did their study, the U.S. security 
apparatus was incomprehensible, even to 
those ostensibly in charge of running it. 
As the Washington Post summarized the 
findings of the exhaustive study: 


The top-secret world the govern- 
ment created in response to the ter- 
rorist attacks of Sept. 11, 2001, has 
become so large, so unwieldy and 
so secretive that no one knows how 
much money it costs, how many 
people it employs, how many pro- 
grams exist within it or exactly how 
many agencies do the same work.... 
After nine years of unprecedented 
spending and growth, the result is 
that the system put in place to keep 
the United States safe is so massive 
that its effectiveness is impossible to 
determine. 


Security Run Amok 
Among the findings disclosed in Top Se- 
cret America: 


¢ Some 1,271 government organiza- 
tions and 1,931 private companies 
work on programs related to coun- 
terterrorism, homeland security, and 
intelligence in about 10,000 locations 
across the United States. 

¢ An estimated 854,000 people, near- 
ly 1.5 times as many people as live 
in Washington, D.C., hold top-secret 
security clearances. 

¢ In Washington and the surrounding 
area, 33 building complexes for top- 
secret intelligence work are under 
construction or have been built since 
September 2001. Together they oc- 
cupy the equivalent of almost three 
Pentagons or 22 U.S. Capitols — 
about 17 million square feet of space. 
e Many security and intelligence 
agencies do the same work, creating 
redundancy and waste. For example, 
51 federal organizations and military 
commands, operating in 15 U.S. cit- 
ies, track the flow of money to and 
from terrorist networks. 

e Analysts who make sense of docu- 
ments and conversations obtained by 
foreign and domestic spying share 
their judgment by publishing 50,000 
intelligence reports each year — a 
volume so large that many are rou- 
tinely ignored. 


Despite what is, to all appearances, mas- 
sive overkill, the NSA is building a huge 
new facility in the desert in Utah to fur- 
ther expand its surveillance operations. 
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Utah Data Center: The huge new facility nearing completion in remote Bluffdale, Utah, will provide the NSA with an additional one million or more 


square feet of space and 100,000 more square feet of data storage capacity at an estimated cost of $1.5 billion to $2 billion. 


And the NSA, recall, is but one — the 
largest to be sure, but still one — of 16 
intelligence agencies of the U.S. gov- 
ernment. It’s not something the average 
American would keep track of, so let the 
late Chalmers Johnson give us the roster 
from his 2010 book, hopefully entitled 
Dismantling the Empire: 


The sixteen agencies include the 
intelligence organizations of each 
military service — the Air Force, 
Army, Coast Guard, Marine Corps 
and Navy — and the Defense In- 
telligence Agency, which reflect 
interservice rivalries more than 
national needs or interests; the de- 
partments of Energy, Homeland Se- 
curity, State, Treasury and Drug En- 
forcement Administration, as well 
as the FBI and National Security 
Agency; and the units devoted to sat- 
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ellite and reconnaissance (National 
Geospatial Intelligence Agency, Na- 
tional Reconnaissance Office). 


Nothing Succeeds Like Failure 

If that much intelligence could neither 
detect nor prevent the terrorist attacks of 
9/11, why should we believe that more of 
the same will finally make America safe? 
In the intelligence industry, as in other 
areas of government, it appears that noth- 
ing succeeds and increases appropriations 
like failure, even spectacular failure. 

Not that there was a complete failure 
of intelligence leading up to 9/11. While 
President George W. Bush was clearing 
brush at his Texas ranch and the govern- 
ment of Vice President Cheney was preoc- 
cupied with other things, the Presidential 
Daily Briefing of August 6, 2001 warned 
that al-Qaeda was planning a major at- 
tack on the United States. Exactly what 
that meant became clear one 
month and five days later, 
as the putative commander 
in chief was shuttled from 
one secret bunker to another 
while the vice president is- 
sued orders from the White 
House basement. The Unit- 
ed States of America, which 
spends more on military 
defense and employs more 
people in intelligence than 
any nation the world has ever 


known or could even imagine, was struck 
with four hijacked airplanes that knocked 
down the twin towers of the World Trade 
Center and flew into the Pentagon while 
America’s air defenses were elsewhere. 
Some 3,000 people, Americans and for- 
eign nationals in New York and Washing- 
ton, were killed, and the land of the free 
and home of the brave became the nation 
whose president was in hiding while the 
vice president was issuing orders to shoot 
down any civilian plane that strayed into 
Washington, D.C., airspace. 

Now the Congress that for decades saw, 
heard, and spoke no evil about the NSA is 
full of indignation over Snowden’s revela- 
tions, claiming the leaked materials have 
compromised national security and per- 
haps even the lives of our intelligence “as- 
sets” overseas because the whole world, 
including our potential enemies, know 
how the NSA operates. Supposedly, the 
NSA keeps us safe by discovering the se- 
cret plans of terrorists disclosed in e-mails 
or posted on Facebook. 

Gen. Keith Alexander, head of the NSA; 
former director of the FBI Robert Muel- 
ler; and others have said, for example, 
that a phone call from one of the 9/11 hi- 
jackers in San Diego to an al-Qaeda safe 
house in Yemen might have been detected 
and the September 11 plot thwarted if 
the NSA program disclosed by Snowden 
had been in place in the early months of 
2001. Reporters have reported and pundits 
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have repeated that so many times that it 
begs the question of how intelligent peo- 
ple can overlook something so obvious. 
If U.S. intelligence could trace the calls 
to the Yemen safe house, why not sim- 
ply monitor all calls there, regardless of 
where they come from, rather than collect 
the records of all calls from San Diego and 
everywhere else in the United States? The 
modus operandi of the NSA apparently is 
to offset the difficulty of finding a needle 
in the haystack by ordering more hay — 
tons and tons of it. 

Indeed, the suspect in question, Khalid 
al-Midhar, had already been targeted by 
U.S. intelligence, which traced his trav- 
els and that of fellow conspirator Nawaf 
al-Hazmi from an al-Qaeda gathering in 
Kuala Lumpur to a flight to Los Angeles, 
where they landed at LA International 
Airport in January 2001, both with valid 
U.S. passports. They took up residence in 
a house in San Diego, where they could 
be found by name in the greater San 
Diego phone book. 

Yet the Congress of the United States, 
embroiled decades earlier in debate over 
who lost China, who knew what at Yalta, 
and who promoted Peress (an Army den- 
tist with communist connections whose 
promotion was a key bone of contention in 
the Army-McCarthy hearings), has shown 
little interest in who let that hijacker es- 
cape detection. Meanwhile, Snowden has 
been denounced as a traitor, charged with 
espionage and theft of government prop- 
erty, and has become a bone of contention 
between the United States, which has de- 
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manded his return to stand trial, and Rus- 
sia, which has granted him asylum. 

If, as Priest and Arkin reported in 2010, 
some 854,000 people have top-secret se- 
curity clearance, then it is hardly surpris- 
ing that, given the huge number of them, a 
few may find it expedient or even patriotic 
to spill the beans on surveillance opera- 
tions or covert activities. The danger, of 
course, is that the government may decide 
to give every American at birth a top-se- 
cret security clearance, eventually making 
every American guilty of a federal crime 
for telling what he or she knows. Accord- 
ing to investigative journalist Tim Shor- 
rock in Spies for Hire: The Secret World 
of Intelligence Outsourcing, the number of 
contractors doing business with the NSA 
grew from 144 companies in 2001 to 5,400 
in 2006. Wrote Shorrock: 


If there’s one generalization to be 
made about the NSA’s outsourced IT 
[information technology] it is this: 
they haven’t worked very well, and 
some have been spectacular failures... 
In 2006, the NSA was unable to ana- 
lyze much of the information it was 
collecting.... As a result more than 
90 percent of the information it was 
gathering was being discarded without 
being translated into a coherent and 
understandable format; only about 
five percent was translated from its 
digital form into text and then routed 
to the right division for analysis. The 
key phrase in the new counterterror- 
ism lexicon is “public-private partner- 


ships.” ... In reality “partnerships” are 
a convenient cover for the perpetua- 
tion of corporate interests. 


Defending What? 


While we the people are encouraged to 
believe that the men and women in our 
armed forces who are sent to fight in for- 
eign lands are always defending our free- 
doms, we might wonder who and what 
are the real threats to our liberty. The es- 
sence of liberty, the freedom to pursue the 
“good life,” is the ability to stand alone 
and act in obedience to one’s conscience, 
even when that conscience requires one 
to try to save his country from his gov- 
ernment. The threat to American liberty 
from Iraq’s elusive and illusory “weapons 
of mass destruction” or Bashar al-Assad’s 
chemical weapons in Syria is remote, 
perhaps non-existent at a time when the 
U.S. government has satellites aloft that 
can detect a whisper from 22,000 miles 
in space. That has the potential to cap- 
ture the pillow talk of any one or any 
number of the 854,000 or so people with 
top-secret security clearance who may be 
divulging secrets to their wives or hus- 
bands. We can never be too careful in a 
“post-9/11 world.” 

It is a world the Founders of this Repub- 
lic did not know, and ours is a nation they 
would no longer recognize. The require- 
ments of the Fourth Amendment have 
gone largely ignored by the FISA “court,” 
as well as by the NSA and other agencies 
of the federal government. Warrants issued 
now resemble the Writs of Assistance is- 
sued by authority of the British crown, 
those authorizations of fishing expeditions 
against which our colonial ancestors re- 
belled. Those who rebel against such mea- 
sures in today’s America are often accused 
of having a “pre-9/11 mentality.’ Former 
Sen. Russell Feingold once responded to 
that charge by accusing his accusers of 
acting on a mindset that is “pre-1776.” 

Which mindset or vision will ultimately 
prevail will determine the future — or the 
end — of freedom in America. 


Gen. Keith Alexander, director of the National 
Security Agency (left), CIA Director John O. 
Brennan (center), and former FBI Director 


® Robert S. Mueller have all defended the NSA’s 
= daily collection of phone call records and 


private electronic messages. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Kid Rock Is a 
Big Self-defense Guy 


Xpose Entertainment reported on August 
3 that musician Kid Rock showed his true 
colors after being the victim of a break-in. 

Forty-two-year-old Rock, whose real 
name is Robert James Ritchie, learned 
through security camera footage that a 
strange man tried to gain entry to his 
home. Rock was furious and blogged 
about it afterwards. He wrote: “Thank God 
I was not on the property at the time of this 
attempted break in. I am an avid hunter 
and marksman and I will not hesitate to 
shoot anyone who has myself or family in 
fear for our lives.” 


No Hesitation 


The NBC affiliate in San Antonio, Texas, 
reported in late July that a homeowner 
had to use deadly force to protect his fam- 
ily. “I did what I had to do,” said Dmi- 
tri Brown as he reflected on the violent 
events that involved him taking the life 
of a man who, along with two other men, 
burglarized Brown’s apartment. 

Brown was with his girlfriend and four 
children when three strange and menac- 
ing men broke in to their apartment. One 
of the men was armed and held Brown at 
gunpoint while the other two began tak- 
ing items from the residence. Brown was 
somehow able to arm himself and fired at 
the suspects, fatally injuring one of them. 
He also fired at the other two suspects, 
who fled the scene and are still being 
sought by authorities. 

Brown admitted feeling remorse over 
the killing but felt very strongly that the 
dangerous criminals left him no choice. 
“T protected my family.... No hesitation.” 
Neighbors did admit that there had been a 
rise in crime in the area, and Brown cer- 
tainly was not surprised at the violence. 
“Tt’s just embedded in the human gene,” 
Brown said. “It’s crazy. It’s kill or be killed 
out here.” 

Brown’s girlfriend, Vangie Tubig, re- 
minded Newsé4 of the depravity involved 
in the minds of the attackers. “If you can 
do this to somebody in front of kids, you’ll 
do it to anybody,” she said. 
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Not Even Safe 


in the Driveway 


WKYC.com out of Cleveland, Ohio, report- 
ed on July 30 about the type of violent crime 
that now plagues once-vibrant middle-class 
communities in the city. Police were called 
to a home after reports of shots being fired 
and found a dead, masked man sprawled out 
in a driveway. 

According to the police report, the 
homeowner and a woman were leaving his 
home and getting into his car when two 
men wearing masks confronted them. One 
of the men had a gun and used it to pistol 
whip the victims and try to pull them from 
the car. 

Fortunately the fast-acting homeowner 
was able to retrieve a gun from his car and 
fire at the attacker. The suspect was shot 
several times and fell to the ground in the 
driveway, where police would later dis- 
cover his lifeless body. The suspect who 
died at the scene was identified as Way- 
mone Williams, with a last known address 
in Cleveland. The other suspect was armed 
with a crowbar and ran away after stealing 
the woman’s purse. 


Escaped Inmate Killed 


by Armed Homeowner 


CBS News reported on August 23 that an es- 
caped inmate by the name of Rodney Long, 
who is suspected of shooting a sheriff’s 
deputy, was killed by a homeowner after the 
fugitive broke in to the man’s home. 

Long allegedly broke in to a retired 
elderly couple’s farm home shortly after 
10:15 p.m. and woke them up. Long was 
armed with a handgun, and he had cut their 
telephone lines. He held the elderly couple 
hostage for nearly four hours before the 
husband, 71-year-old Jerome Mauderly, 
fatally shot Long with a shotgun. 

The Mauderlys later told police that the 
fugitive told them to stay in their bedroom 
and threatened them at gunpoint. Long 
apparently used their cellphones to make 
calls during the time the couple was held 
in their bedroom. Jerome was able to re- 
trieve his shotgun and used it to take care 
of the violent criminal in the kitchen. 


Carolyn Mauderly reportedly called 
911 at 2:11 a.m. and told a dispatcher 
that her husband had shot an intruder. An 
Iowa State Patrol officer arrived on the 
scene and found Long face down on the 
kitchen floor. 

Authorities believe that the now-de- 
ceased Long was involved in shooting a 
deputy earlier that same day and stealing 
his vehicle. Long then allegedly led police 
on a dangerous car chase, with shots being 
exchanged between the police and Long 
before he crashed and rolled the vehicle. 
He then allegedly was able to get away on 
foot after running from the wreckage. Re- 
cords show that Long was serving a five- 
year prison sentence for burglary when he 
climbed a fence and escaped. The deputy 
who was shot is in stable condition and is 
expected to make a full recovery. 


Wife Packing Heat 
Protects Husband 


Click2Houston.com reported on August 8 
about a shooting at a Denny’s in Houston 
that reversed the typical role of the hus- 
band coming to the wife’s rescue. It all 
unfolded around 4 a.m., when a man was 
robbed by six men with guns in the Den- 
ny’s parking lot. The man’s wife was using 
the bathroom inside the restaurant when 
the robbery began, and she exited the rest- 
room to see the men standing around her 
husband, who was lying on the ground in 
the parking lot. She then pulled out her 
gun and opened fire on the men. 

Police say a shootout ensued, and 
the suspects fled the scene. No one was 
injured, and police are still trying to 
locate the suspects, who they say got 
away with jewelry. The husband and 
wife were shaken up, but the husband’s 
brother was thankful for the wife’s 
brave actions. “She said she came out 
of the restroom and saw my brother on 
the floor. That’s when she started doing 
what she gotta do. She got a license and 
she’ll do anything to protect her kids 
and my brother.... Self-defense saved my 
brother’s life,” the victim’s brother told 
Click2Houston.com. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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ObamaCollege 
Is Standing at the Door 


ITEM: President Barack Obama announced 
on August 22, according to the White 
House, his plan to make “college more af- 
fordable, tackle rising costs, and improve 
value for students and their families.” 

ITEM: The editors of the New York Times 
gushed over the president’s “big idea,” 
namely, to use “sharp federal pressure to 
make college more affordable, potentially 
opening the gates of higher education to 
more families scared off by rising tuitions.” 

The editorial, “A Federal Prod to 
Lower College Costs,” contended that it 
is “increasingly clear that the higher edu- 
cation system cannot control costs or debt 
on its own.” 

The editors continued: “Many of these 

ideas — in particular, tying financial aid 
to performance — need Congressional 
approval, meaning instant opposition 
from Republicans who reject anything Mr. 
Obama wants.” 
ITEM: Writing at TheAtlantic.com for Au- 
gust 22, Jordan Weissmann praised the 
president’s “thoughtful plan to tame the 
rising cost of college.” 

At the heart of the plan, he wrote, is a 
“simple, powerful, and long overdue idea.” 
The idea, said the Atlantic’s writer, is that 
“Washington should fund the colleges that 
get the best results while keeping tuition 
reasonable. By 2015, the Department of 
Education would begin grading institu- 
tions based on factors like average price, 
student debt loads, graduation rates, em- 
ployment, and the number of low-income 
students enrolled.” 

And then, “starting in 2018, the govern- 
ment would start directing federal aid to 
schools with the highest grades compared 
to their peer institutions. As colleges try to 
shape up to meet Washington’s standards 
and attract students, tuition prices should 
theoretically drop, or at least level off.” 

“The White House calls this ‘pay for 

performance.” 
CORRECTION: Sadly, we’ve seen this 
script before. It is the American taxpayers 
who would pay more to see this perfor- 
mance repeated. 
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COLLEGE AFt 


Vacuum economics: President Obama has a new plan to make college more affordable for 
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students, but past federal involvement has been a bust. When the government has made money 
available to students, schools siphon up that money through tuition increases. 


There is no doubt that college costs 
have risen, as have federally backed loans 
and resultant student debt — which has 
passed the $1 trillion mark. 

But guess who has been throwing bil- 
lions of tax dollars into the maw and who 
also effectively nationalized the student loan 
industry in 2009-2010? Even non-college 
graduates know the answer: Washington. 

What the federal government loans with 
one hand, it takes from the other that is 
firmly in our pockets, a practice that has 
grown exponentially in recent decades. 
In 1964, as was noted not long ago in the 
Wall Street Journal, federal student aid 
was only $231 million. Then, by 1981, 
the feds upped the spending to $7 billion 
just on loans. That amount doubled during 
the 1980s and nearly tripled in each of the 
subsequent decades — so it is now around 
$105 billion. 

Yet, we are now supposed to have faith 
that bureaucrats, working in conjunction 
with the industry that has grown fat with 
federal dollars, will make everything co- 
pacetic, if given just a little more time and 
a lot more money. 

If the federal government really were 
to have a bright idea, it would be begin- 
ner’s luck. In actuality, this is just the same 
show in a different venue. John Goodman 


of the National Center for Policy Analysis 
observes that higher education and health- 
care in the United States have a similar un- 
derlying problem — namely, that they are 
funded by third-party payments. 

In each case, those who are “supposed 
to benefit are different from the entity that 
pays the bills. In both cases, the beneficia- 
ries are the excuse to transfer billions of 
dollars every year from payers to provid- 
ers. In both cases, the providers and the 
payers argue about how much is enough, 
engage in an unending struggle over ‘re- 
form’ and blather endlessly about how 
dedicated they are to doing better next 
year.” 

The fact that costs in a subsidized indus- 
try have jumped so much really shouldn’t 
surprise anyone outside of, say, elementary 
school. If the federal government handed 
out greenbacks for everyone who bought 
an ice-cream cone, a bag of peanuts, or a 
candy bar, would it be astonishing to find 
that snack-food vendors bumped up their 
prices accordingly? 

And we’re not talking peanuts when 
student debt has topped a trillion dollars. 

Indeed, the phenomenon has even been 
observed by a former senior editor of the 
left-wing New Republic and current Wash- 
ington Post editorial board member, an un- 
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likely source of common sense. In this case, 
however, Charles Lane was on target, at 
least in this regard, in discussing the presi- 
dent’s remarks about college affordability. 
Concerning student aid, Lane noted, 


The president can’t bring himself to 
admit ... that federal tuition subsidies 
— whether Pell grants or cheap loans 
— have contributed to the problem. 

At Buffalo, the president boasted 
of lower student loan interest rates 
and said that, on his watch, many stu- 
dents’ repayments have been capped 
at 10 percent of monthly income; he 
proposed expanding eligibility for 
this benefit. 

A White House fact sheet touted 
the $900 increase in the maximum 
Pell grant under Obama, as well as 
the American Opportunity Tax credit, 
initially enacted as part of the 2009 
stimulus bill and newly extended 
through 2017. 

These benefits do not make college 
“more affordable,’ as Obama often 
says; they simply fuel the tuition 
price spiral. Aid renders families 
shopping for college less sensitive to 
price, thereby enabling institutions to 
raise tuition with impunity. 

Obama’s Buffalo speech roughly 
coincided with the publication of a 
working paper by the National Bu- 
reau of Economic Research that mod- 
eled the effects of a $2,000 increase 
in the maximum federal tuition grant: 

“Overall, the federal aid increase 
fails in significantly increasing col- 
lege attendance, with much of the 
increase instead bidding up college 
expenditures and tuition,” the four 
economists concluded. 

The biggest effect was at private 
institutions, the economists esti- 
mated, which would capture about 
40 percent of the hypothetical aid 
increase, through a combination of 
higher tuition and reduced in-house 
financial aid. 


A multitude of observers, of all political 
persuasions, have come to realize that the 
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more the feds fund student loans, the more 
the colleges charge for tuition or spend in 
other regards. 

It’s bad enough for the federal govern- 
ment to be in the business of education, 
a matter outside of its constitutional pur- 
view. It would be even worse were Wash- 
ington to go full bore into the decision- 
making process, deeming which schools 
are better than others, with billions of dol- 
lars riding on the answers. 

As it is, the Department of Education 
has indicated that it will get even tougher 
on those schools it finds objectionable, 
particularly “for-profit” institutions. As 
reported by Bloomberg BusinessWeek this 
September, “Almost since his first days in 
office, President Obama has tried to rein in 
for-profit colleges.” 

It is the fact that the government is in 
the student-loan business that has opened 
the door for its controls. In fact, Washing- 
ton has been using those subsidized loans 
to sweep in more students, whether col- 
lege is appropriate for them or not. 

Again, the pattern is familiar. The “hous- 
ing bubble,” since burst with widespread 
damage, resulted from federal interference 
in the loan business, when institutions 
were prompted, directly and indirectly, to 
lower their lending standards — and were 
so directed by government arm-twisting. 

In the case of student loans, as Peter 
Coy observed in Bloomberg BusinessWeek 


(November 28, 2012, “The Needless Trag- 
edy of Student Loan Defaults”), many of 


these student borrowers were prob- 
ably lousy bets for repayment in the 
first place. The federal government, 
which holds 85 percent of outstand- 
ing student debt, doesn’t make loans 
to students based on their ability to 
repay them. That may sound crazy, 
but it is designed to ensure that stu- 
dents of all backgrounds and income 
levels get a shot at a college degree. 

That willful blindness also sets up 
the government for huge losses. 


Having repeatedly proven its own inept- 
ness, the federal government wants to get 
into the “report-card” business to rank the 
institutional performance of others. 

Who decides what should be important 
in selecting a college? Students and par- 
ents might have their own ideas, while bu- 
reaucrats with political bosses in Washing- 
ton are bound to be more interested in, say, 
how many diversity coordinators a school 
might employ and how well its reams of 
paperwork are filled out. 

All of this assistance, as usual, is 
wrapped up with glossy self-serving lan- 
guage about helping the underserved and 
poor (despite the fact that colleges, uni- 
versities, and multitudes of sponsors na- 
tionwide have a surfeit of scholarships 
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available). And when politics intrude, non- 
academic emphases get added to the mix. 

As in so many other federal programs, 
the supposed beneficiaries often suffer (and 
taxpayers wind up holding the bag). Those 
hurt the most, as Neal McCluskey ex- 
plained in the Daily Caller on August 2, are 


the low-income people the aid is most 
supposed to help. Indeed, two brand 
new reports show that sizable dispari- 
ties in colleges’ graduation rates are 
driven largely by how many low-in- 
come students they enroll. This sug- 
gests that low-income students are 
disproportionately being admitted to 
colleges without the drive, ability, or 
both to do college level work. And, 
alas, the federal government is happy 
to let them go into debt to do it. 


Even before this latest push by the presi- 
dent, some 20 percent of borrowers were 
not repaying their loans. You pick up the 
difference. And those borrowers who find 
themselves delinquent on debt payments 
often find the consequences are enduring. 
Many don’t realize until too late how they 
got hooked. First the government rolls out 
the red carpet, and then it pulls it out from 
underneath. 
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Party parity: Though even prominent liberal journalist Charles Lane admitted that federal aid to 
make college “affordable” really ends up making colleges more expensive, Republican Speaker of 
the House John Boehner argued for government-sponsored low-interest loans for college kids. 


Those who have studied similar trends in 
state-funded education can see what would 
be bound to happen should huge amounts 
of federal monies depend on the numbers 
of those graduating — one likely metric. 

Richard Vedder, director of the Center 
for College Affordability and Productivity, 
who teaches economics at Ohio University 
and is an adjunct scholar at the American 
Enterprise Institute, is a specialist in this 
area. He wrote for Bloomberg.com about 
what to expect: “Tying federal funding after 
2018 to the new federal ratings, which in 
turn incorporate performance measures 
such as graduation rates, may be a step to- 
ward giving colleges incentives to take cost 
reduction seriously. But the potential for 
unintended and damaging consequences is 
high: If the key to federal funding is rais- 
ing graduation rates, colleges may lower 
already abysmally low standards.” 

While advocates will not admit it now, 
once the higher education industry is even 
more tightly controlled, it will turn out that 
age-old truisms are actually true: He who 
pays the piper will call the tune. It won’t 
take long for the federal chits to get called 
in by Washington. 

Those colleges found most pleasing to 
the feds will get the largest handouts. The 
strings that may be less obvious now will 


eventually turn out to be attached very 
firmly. Thomas Carney, in the Washing- 
ton Examiner, points out that this should 
be a matter of concern regardless of one’s 
politics. Says Carney: 


When Republicans are in charge, 
will they follow the lead of Sen. Tom 
Coburn, R-Okla., and declare social 
science to be pseudoscience? Will 
Oberlin, Wesleyan and other con- 
spicuously leftward-leaning colleges 
see their federal money dry up under 
President Marco Rubio? 

And conservative Christian col- 
leges will have to fear a liberal ad- 
ministration. Will Hillary Clinton’s 
Department of Education punish 
Christendom College for spending 
too much time on Thomas Aquinas? 
Or whack Thomas Aquinas College 
for having too few minority and 
women authors on the reading list? 


If you think this is an exaggeration, con- 
sider what would have been considered 
preposterous just a few years ago. Note, 
for example, the current overweening 
influence of the First Lady on the very 
contents of school lunches — because the 
lunches are funded by the government. To 
meet the standards hyped by Mrs. Obama, 
(more expensive) Greek yogurt has been 
ordered into school cafeterias in several 
states as a pilot program. Not surprisingly, 
in New York state, the lobby that helped 
put the Greek yogurt on the approved list 
just happens to be linked to a big supporter 
of Democrat Senator Chuck Schumer. 

The government that will tell you what 
to eat will also try to get you to swallow its 
line about what to take in college. 

This isn’t an unsubstantiated slippery- 
slope argument: It is a roadmap. The fed- 
eral government wants to give us better 
healthcare and to force that industry to pro- 
vide services more cheaply. As a result, we 
are on the way to nationalized heathcare. 

In the same fashion, the wizards in 
Washington want to educate us properly 
and to force colleges to do so more cheaply. 

There’s a lesson in there somewhere. 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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THE |S WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


syria, Obama, Putin, and the UN 


resident Obama’s last- 
P minute retreat from 

his threatened U.S. 
military attack on Syria was a 
(temporary) victory for peace, 
common sense, morality, con- 
stitutional government, and 
the rule of law. With polls 
showing staunch public oppo- 
sition to another foreign war, 
little support in Congress, and 
little to no allied or interna- 
tional support for the venture, 
the Obama White House was forced to back off from its plans for 
an immediate assault on the Assad regime in Damascus. 

But the president has made it clear that he does not consider 
himself bound by any constitutional restraints in the matter; spe- 
cifically, he asserts a presidential prerogative to go to war with 
Syria without a formal declaration of war from Congress, as our 
U.S. Constitution (Article I, Section 8) requires. In his August 
31 Rose Garden address on Syria, President Obama stated: “I 
believe I have the authority to carry out this military action with- 
out specific congressional authorization.” He said, at that time, 
he was delaying military action so that Congress could debate 
the issue and vote on it because “I know that the country will 
be stronger if we take this course, and our actions will be even 
more effective.” He also knows that he is standing on quicksand 
and heading into more of the same in any war with Syria — 
especially with our economy already in the tank and American 
public and international opinion both firmly against another war. 

Nevertheless, President Obama has not committed to abide 
by a vote of Congress. In a September 16 interview with NBC, 
he conceded he might lose the congressional vote and said “T 
haven’t decided” on the next step, if that occurs. That interview, 
along with many other media appearances, is part of a furious 
lobbying campaign by the administration to whip up support 
for going to war. But, of course, they don’t call it “war” — even 
though bombs will fall, bullets and missiles will fly, blood will 
be spilt, and people will die; it’s merely a “military action” or 
“military pressure.” 

During his 2008 presidential campaign, Senator Obama fa- 
mously stated: “I was a constitutional law professor, which 
means unlike the current president I actually respect the Con- 
stitution.” His performance as president provides indisputable 
evidence that his disdain for the Constitution surpasses even 
that of George W. Bush, who similarly disregarded his oath of 
office and freely usurped powers — egregiously so with regard 
to committing our nation to war. 

Predictably, the all-war-all-the-time warhawks in Congress 
from both parties — Rep. Nancy Pelosi, Sen. John McCain, 
Sen. Lindsey Graham, Rep. Peter King, et al. — are cheering 
on the White House warmongering. Meanwhile most of the rest 
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of the members in both houses 
are cowering, afraid to take a 
stand one way or another. Only 
a very few, led by Sen. Rand 
Paul, are demanding what the 
Constitution requires, that 
this United States go to war 
only following a declaration 
of war by Congress. Absent a 
continuing outpouring of pub- 
lic opposition, most members 
of the House and Senate prob- 
ably will be comfortable vot- 
ing for an “authorization for military action,’ which pretends to 
give the president a legal fig leaf and pretends that Congress has 
satisfied its constitutional duties. A few restrictions and condi- 
tions are likely to be tagged onto the authorization to give the 
appearance that it will not be an open-ended, full-blown, no-end 
war. We’ve seen this many times before. 

But the false alternative Obama has given us to a U.S. attack 
on Damascus is scarcely better. We are expected to be so grate- 
ful that he has backed off from Plan A that Plan B — which 
puts both Russia and the United Nations in the driver’s seat on 
Syria — will look absolutely benign by comparison. The ulti- 
mate winner in Plan B, the “Syrian Deal” worked out by U.S. 
Secretary of State John Kerry and Russian Foreign Secretary 
Sergey Lavrov in Geneva and announced on September 14, 
is the United Nations, which is, once again, cast as the global 
peacemaker and arbiter of conflict. Russian President Vladimir 
Putin also scores a big coup in the olive branch category, coming 
off as a voice of reason and moderation, in contrast to Obama’s 
belligerence and saber rattling. 

On September 11, the New York Times cordially provided 
Putin with space for an op-ed (“A Plea for Caution From Rus- 
sia’) to sound his peace theme and hymn his praise to the UN. 
“The United Nations’ founders understood that decisions affect- 
ing war and peace should happen only by consensus,” said Putin, 
“and with America’s consent the veto by Security Council per- 
manent members was enshrined in the United Nations Charter. 
The profound wisdom of this has underpinned the stability of 
international relations for decades. No one wants the United Na- 
tions to suffer the fate of the League of Nations, which collapsed 
because it lacked real leverage. This is possible if influential 
countries bypass the United Nations and take military action 
without Security Council authorization.” 

Russia, which has the largest stockpile of chemical weapons 
in the world and has provided these weapons to Assad’s regime 
in Syria (and may have provided them to Assad’s opposition as 
well), now poses as the instrument of peace. President Obama 
— and those controlling him — are content to see Putin and the 
UN celebrated as peacemakers while the United States is once 
again seen the world over as the warmongering villain. Hi 


Vladimir 
Putin 


AP Images 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ OCTOBER 7, 2013 


SYNDROME. 


v. 
M 
\ 


Dangers of « Constitutioeal 
Coanestioa 


- 
PRESS RTH 


T 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE 


WIRESIDENTS ADD SHIPPING/HANDLING 
SUBTOTAL 5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) TOTAL 


PE IL IL 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


$150.00+ call call 


The Kinsey Syndrome 

Learn how the Rockefeller Foundation and taxpayer-money supported 
“research” by Alfred Kinsey and his fellow pedophiles led to the radical 
rewriting of our judicial codes dealing with sex crimes and altered America’s 
moral landscape. (2007, 120min, cased DVD, $19.95) DVDKS 


Triple Cross 
Peter Lance’s book is a narrative of al-Qaeda’s attempts to attack America, 
and the USS. failures to stop al-Qaeda. (2009ed, 688pp, pb, $16.95) BKTC 


9/11 Press for Truth 

The coverup exposed by the 9/11 families. This hard-hitting video presents 
some of the most glaring discrepancies, lies, and coverups concerning the 
deadliest terrorist attack on American soil. (2006, 85min, cased DVD, $19.95) 
DVD911PFT 


Dangers of a Constitutional Convention — Reprint 
An eight-page reprint adapted from an article by Larry Greenley that 
appeared in the July 6, 2009 issue of TNA — pgs. 24-28. (2009, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 
25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPCC 


Beware of Article V 

This 36-minute video emphasizes the inability of state legislators to prevent 

a “runaway” federal constitutional convention. 

Sleeved DVD (2009, 36min, 1/$1.00; 11/$0.90ea; 21/$0.80ea; 50/$0.75ea; 
100/$0.70ea) DVDBAF 

Cased DVD (2009, 36min, 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50; 25/$98.75; 100/$225.00) 
DVDBAFC 

Audio CD (2009, 36min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100+/$0.70ea) CDBAF 


States Should Enforce, 
Not Revise, the Constitution! — Reprint 


The states should rein in our out-of-control federal government by enforcing 
the Constitution through nullification of unconstitutional federal laws. An 
eight-page reprint adapted from an article by Larry Greenley that appeared 
in the December 6, 2010 issue of TNA. (2010, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPENRC 


Er |/BS.org Mail completed form to: OBCs oO} 


ShopJBS * P.0. BOX 8040 vy 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org ihe naa al 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 


Name 


Address 

City State Zip 

Phone E-mail 

Q Check O VISA Q Discover =e) fe 
C) Money Order O) MasterCard Oi American Express ViSA/MCyDisover American Express 


Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 


Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
# Exp. Date 


Signature 131007 


MANAGEMENT 


— \ 
7 
va 
\ \ 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


